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Current Topics. 


The New Emergency Legislation. 

THE recent sitting of Parliament has resulted in a further 
batch of Emergency Legislation. The Universities and Colleges 
(Emergeney Powers) Act, 1915 (5 Geo. 5, ¢. 22), contains special 
powers for enabling the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge 
and their constituent colleges to meet deficiences in revenue 
caused by the war, and also to make emergency statutes relating 
to university and college matters, such as elections to fellowships 
and scholarships. The Injuries in War (Compensation) Act, 1915 
(ec, 24) enables compensation by way of pension or allowance to be 
given for injuries received in connexion with laying and repairing 
submarine cables and telegraphic (including wireless) apparatus. 
The Army Amendment Act, 1915 (c. 26), substitutes a now 
clause for sub-section 4 of section 115, of the Army Act, relating 
to payment for carriages, animals, vessels, and aircraft requisi- 
tioned for the Forces ; under the old clause the amount was to 
be determined by a county court judge ; under the new clause it 
is to be fixed by a certificate of such a judge ; but where the 
Army Council has paid or tendered an amount, this 
is to be deemed to be the amount due _ unless 
application is made to the county judge within three weeks; a 
schedule of provisions as to determining the amount is given. 
The Defence of the Realm Amendment Act, 1915 (c. 34), gives 
British civilians charged with offences under the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations the option of trial by a civil court instead of 
by court martial. The Legal Proceedings against Enemies Act, 
1915 (c. 36) furnishes facilities for procuring a legal decision on 
the effect of the war on the rights and liabilities of parties to 
contracts where the defendant is an enemy And the Defence of 











ithe Realm (Amendment), No. 2, Act, 1915, confers on the 
' Admiralty or Army Council powers for expediting the production 
of war material. 


The New Emergency Orders. 


THE NEW legislation has been accompanied by a set of 
Emergency Rules and Orders. A rule is added to order 50 of 
the County Court Rules, prescribing the procedure on application 
for the certificate of a county court judge under the Army 
Act, s. 115. Rules are made under the Legal Proceedings 
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Against Enemies Act, 1915; proceedings under the Act will be 
by writ issued in the King’s Bench Division, with power to 
transfer “the application and/or proceeding” to any other 
division. We wonder why this slipshod mode of expression, 
peculiar to commercial documents, is allowed to appear in official 
regulations. And amendments are made to the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations, so as to adapt them to the Defence of the 
Realm (Amendment) No. 2 Act, and for other purposes. There 
are also new County Court Forms for use under the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. We print these Emergency 
Orders elsewhere ; the more important Statutes we hope to 
print next week. 

Kinema Licences and Alien Enemies. 

We rererrepd recently (ante, p. 297) to the legal considerations 
which governed the decision of thé Divisional Court in Re 
London County London and Provincial 
Electric Theatres (31 Times L.R. 249). The Council had refused 


f kinematograph licences to certain theatres, not 


Council, ex parte 
the rene val ( 
upon any ordinary ground of disqualification, but because some 
of the directors and the majority of the shareholders were alien 
enemies. It was held by the Divisional Court that, since the 
functions of the Council were administrative and not merely 
judicial, they were entitled to take into account the constituent 
elements of the company. The Court of Appeal (Buckuey, Pick- 
rorp, and Bankes, L.JJ.) have taken the same view, and it may 
be that in point of law the decision is not open to question. At 
the same time it is unfortunate that the policy of the County 
Council in regard to alien enemies, which seems to be quite 
opposed to that of the Legislature and the Executive, should 
receive the appearance of sanction from the Court of Appeal. 
For a very interesting statement of the true considerations 
which should affect the treatment of alien enemies we may refer 
to the article by Mr. Pargrson in the current Nineteenth Century. 


Communications with Enemy Subjects. 

WE PRINTED recently (ante, p. 268) a letter from an 
esteemed correspondent with reference to the lawfulness of com- 
munications, other than commercial, with enemy subjects. He 
pointed out that according to the slrict rule of the common law 
all communication of every kind with an enemy is forbidden, 
but that, in practice, no such rule is enforceable at the present 
day, and, moreover, it is impliedly overridden by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, which, by Article 24, forbid communica- 
tion with enemy subjects except through the post. It seems 
to follow that communications throngh the post are lawful, and 
probably this is the intention of the regulation. The matter 
has been considered this week by Sir Samus. Evans in the 
Prize Court in The Panariellos (Times, 23rd inst.), and he bas held 
that all intercourse with an enemy is illegal, although it has in 
it no commercial element. He founds his decision primarily on 
a passage from the Black Book of the Admiralty, dating from 
ancient times, which treats as prohibited all communications and 
buying and selling with an enemy without the licence of the 
King or his Admiral. But this,’of course—although the President 
to rate the book highly—is merely of antiquarian 


appears 
interest. It need have nothing to do with modern law. 


Then he refers to Lord Stowe it’s dictum in The Cosmopolite 
(1801, 4 C. Rob., p. 10): “It is perfectly well-known that by war 
all communication between the subjects of the belligerents must 
be suspended, and that no intercourse can legally be varried on 
between subjects of the hostile states but by the special licence of 
the respective Governments.” But here, as also in The Hoop (1799, 
1 C. Rob. 196), only commercial intercourse was in question, 
and as regards other intercourse it is merely obiter. Moreover, 
as we have frequently pointed out, it is a mistake to ascribe too 
much weight to Lord STOWELL’s dicta. They are a hundred 
years old, and on matters of this kind it should be possible to 
make some advance. Sir SAMUEL EVANS also refers to American 
authorities of about the same date—The Rapid (1814, 12 U. S. 
Rep. 155) and The Julia (ibid, 181). No doubt these support 
his view, but the line of reasoning in The Rapid is so remarkable 
that it is worth while to quote a passage from the judgment of 
JOHNSON, J. :— 


annihilation. The individuals who compose the belligerent 
States exist as to each other in a state of utter occlusion. [If 
they meet it is only in combat. War strips man of his social 
nature ; it demands of him the suppression of those sympathies 
which claim man for a brother; and accustoms the ear of 
humanity to hear with indifference, perhaps exultation, “that 
thousands have been slain.” 
More restrained is the dictum of Story, J., in The Julia — 
Strictly speaking, in war all intercourse between the subjects 
and citizens of belligerent countries is illegal, unless sanc- 
tioned by the authority of the Government, or in the exercise 
of the rights of humanity. 


Intercourse, Commerciai and Otherwise. 

WE HAVE not space here to consider in detail the reasons 
which may be advanced in favour of the view that intercourse 
of every kind with an enemy subject is unlawful. This has been 
done by Dr. Baty in a very interesting article in the Law 
Quarterly Review for January, and also in his chapter on “ Trad. 
ing with the Enemy” in“ War, its Conduct and Legal Results,” 
which we recently reviewed (ante, p. 313). The theory of actual 
hostility between subjects of the belligerent states expressed so 
picturesquely by JOHNSON, J., is of course untrue. W e do not 
suppose there is any general personal feeling among individuals 
in this country against enemy subjects as sich. If individuals 
of the belligerent countries are enemies it is only in a technical 
sense. No doubt the earlier dicta are founded on the idea that to 
permit any intercourse would furnish facilities for treasonable or 
other communications of advantage to the enemy. But in the 
more modern case of Esposito v. Bowden (1857, 7 E & B. 763), 
Wirtes, J., who perhaps ranks as a judge as high as Lord 
STOWELL, seems to have confined the rule to commercial corre 
spondence and to have based it on the consideration that the onemy’s 
resources must not be increased by trade. And this, we imagine, 
is the view more in accordance with modern ideas and require 
ments. Any danger which may arise from communication with 
enemy subjects can be met by the Defence of the Realm Regu- 
lations. The actual prohibition of intercourse need only extend 
to commercial intercourse which actually tends to increase his 
resources. 
scope of the belligerent Governments, and there is no reason for 
the law to interfere with them. The judgment of Sir SAMUBL 
EvANs goes back to what, even 100 years ago, Story, J., called 
the strict rule. So, too, it was the strictrule to confiscate private 
property of the enemy, but this has long been abandoned. 
Equally, any strict rule | orga: all intercourse with enemy 
subjects should be abandoned. The judgment would prohibit 
the postal correspondence which, under the permission of the 
Defence of the Realm Kegulations, is, we presume, continually 
going on. -This point the President does not seem to have 
noticed. Probably such correspondence is mainly of a social 
nature, but it is not difficult to imagine cases where it might be 
of vital importance to preserve the possibility of other communt- 


cations. 


Covenants Against Assignment. 

IN THE case of /’e Robert Stephenson & Co. ( Limited) (Tunes, 24th 
inst.) SARGANT, J., has decided an interesting conveyancing 
point, namely, that a covenant ina lease against assignment 1s 4 
covenant which runs with the land and binds assigns, whether 
they are mentioned or not. It appears from his judgment that 
the same point has arisen and been decided in the same way by 
Eve, J., in a case of Goldstein v. Sanders, which has not yet been 
reported. Of course, for a covenant to run with the land at all, 
it must “ touch or concern” the land; it must not be merely 
collateral, such as a covenant to build a house on other land of 
the lessor (Spencer's case, 5 Co. Rep. 16a; Sampson Vv. Easterby, 
9 B. & C., 505). But if it concerns the land it is still necessary 
to consider whether it relates to a thing in esse—in which case 
it binds the assigns, whether named or not ; or toa thing in fulw”? 
—in which case it binds them only if they are name@ aie 
distinction, it has been pointed out, rests on no intelligii¢ 
basis (Minshall v. Oakes, 2 H. & N. 793), but no court yet 
has been bold enough to overrule it. It can hardly be dou : 
that a covenant against assignment touches or concerns t 





In the state of war, nation is known to nation only by their 
armed exterior ; each threatening the other with conquest or 
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land, and so it was held by BLacksurn, J., in Williams v. Ber 


As to other communications, they are outside the 
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= 
(L. KR. 3 Q. B., p. 749). In the later case of West v. Dobbs (L. R. 
4Q. B., p. 637, note) the judgment of BLackpurn, J., was referred 
toas having decided that the covenant bound assigns though 
not mentioned ; but BLACKBURN, J., who was again a member of 
the court, repudiated this. In /Vtlliams v. Earle assigns were men- 
tioaed, and it was not necessary to do more than decide that the 
covenant touched the land. Again, in MeEacharn v. Colton (1902, 
A.C.), it was treated as clear that the covenant ran with the land, 
bat there also assigns were mentioned. The question is whether 
the covenant is to be treated as relating to a thing in esse or in 
futuro. A covenant to repair an existing house is in the former 
class ; a covenant to erect new buildings is in the latter. These 
are obvious examples, but the distinction between in esse and in 
futuro is not so readily applied to a covenant not to assign. 
The land is in esse, but so it always is with the demised premises 
themselves ; the assignment is in futuro. It is settled, however, 
that a covenant to reside on the premises runs with the land 
although assigns are not mentioned—that is, it relates to a thing 
in esse (Tatem v. Chaplin, 2 Hy. Black. 133)—and Sarcant, J., 
treated a covenant against assignment as being on the same 
footing. Doubtless this is so, but the decision suggests that 
what is really required is a recasting of the rules in Spencer's 
av. The learned judge also decided that an express definition 
of “lessee” as including executors and administrators did not 
sufficiently show an intention to exelude assigns so as to alter 
the result. 


Lien for Insurance Premiums. 


THE RECENT decision of Astrury, J., in Re Jones’ Settlement 
(reported elsewhere), raised two interesting points—the effect of 
payment by a wife of premiums on her husband's settled life 
policies, and the validity of the exercise of a power of revocation 
with a view to obtaining a benefit for the donee of the power. 
With regard to premiums, it bas been settled since Re Leslie (23 
Ch. D. 552) and Falcke v. Scottish Imperial Insurance Co. (34 Ch. D. 
234), that one who pays premiums on another's policy can have 
no lien on the policy moneys unless he brings himself within one 
of the following classes :--He must do it under contract with the 
policy owner ; or he must be a trustee of the policy claiming 
mdemnity out of it; or he must have advanced the required 
money at the request of the trustees; or he must be an 
incumbrancer, paying the premiums to protect his security, 
and therefore entitled to add the amount to _ his 
mortgage (see also fe McKerrell, 1912, 2 Ch. 648; Re Phillips, 
1914, 2 K. B. 689). Possibly, also, he may establish a claim on 
the ground of acquiescence in his outlay by the policy owner, 
Falcke’s case, per Fry, LJ., p. 253). But if he does not bring 
imself within one of these classes, he cannot rely on the general 
doctrine of salvage for recoupment out of the policy money. In 
Re Jones’ Settlement, policies on the busband’s life were included 
ina marriage settlement, under which the wife had the first life 
interest. The husband covenanted to pay the premiums, but 
he was unable to do so, and they were paid by the wife. In 
accordance with Re Leslie, ASTBURY, J., held that she had no 
right to repayment out of the policy moneys on his death. 
The payments were voluntary, and she did not fall within any of 
the above classes. But, of course, it would have been easy to make 
the payments under an arrangement which would have given her 
sich a right. 


Powers of Revocation. 


Tak FURTHER point in Re Jones’ Settlement arose on the 
power of appointment. Subject to the life interests of the wife 
and husband, there was a joint power of appointment, with or 
‘Without power of revocation, among the issue. There was only 
one child, and the joint power was exercised by an appointment 
of the trust funds to her for life and then to her children ; 
& power of revocation was reserved to the appointors and to the 
‘rvivor. The daughter was still unmarried and thirty-five 
Years old. If the premiums were not repayable out of the 


Policy moneys—the wife had paid them, it should be said, for 
twenty-five years — it was proposed to recover the amount in 
Mother way. She was to exercise her power of revoking the 





| daughter absolutely under the trust of the settlement in default 
of appointment. Hence, the mother and daughter would 
between them have control of the policy moneys, and could 
call upon the trustees for payment. Now, as regards the 
exercise and the release of a special power of appoint 
ment, there is the distinction established by Le Ladelije 
(1892, 1 Ch. 227) and Je Somes (1896, 1 Ch. 250). The power 
is fiduciary, and it cannot be exercised by. the donee for the 
purpose of obtaining a benefit for himself. But this rule does 
not apply to a release of the power, and accordingly a release 
may be executed by the donee, notwithstanding that this will 
have the effect of giving him a benefit which he would not 
otherwise get. In Je Jones’ Settlement, Astnury, J., has held 
that a revocation of an appointment under a power in that 
behalf falls under the former principle and not under the latter, 
The power of revocation is a fiduciary power and, like the 
“original power of appointment, it cannot be exercised so as to 
procure a benefit for the donee. Consequently the proposed 
scheme for obtaining payment of the policy moneys was 
ineffectual. 


Bye-laws. 

NEARLY FORTY years have elapsed since the publication of 
Mr, W. G. LuMLEY’s essay on bye-laws, in which the learned 
author discussed the principles regulating all bye-laws, irrespec- 
tive of the different subjects to which they relate. No further 
attempt, so far as we know, has been made to prepare any 
similar work, and we observe that in Lord HALsBuRY's Laws of 
England there is no separate chapter relating to bye-laws. In 
its place we are referred to the headings “ Companies,” ‘“ Local 
Government,” “Open Spaces and Recreation Grounds,” ‘“ Public 
Health,” “Railways and Canals,” and other titles. The earlier 
bye-laws which came before our courts for consideration were 
chiefly made under the authority of charters conferring privileges 
on towns and corporations, but the area of such laws has at the 
present day been widely extended. It is often necessary to 
supplement the general provisions of an Act of Parliament by 
delegating to some executive authority, central or local, the power 
of making rules or regulations on matters of detail. A statute 
often places in the body of the Act a few broad general rules or 
statements of principle, and relegates details to statutory rules. 
These statutory rules are in the nature of bye-laws, but the rules 
of construction by which they are regulated are different from 
those which apply to the bye-laws of our ancient corporations. 
After they have been brought into operation in the manner 
prescribed by statute they could hardly be challenged on the 
ground that they were unreasonable, or opposed to the general 
law of the country. The only remedy would be an amendment 
by the same authority by which they had been originally created. 


Some Recent Trade Mark Cases. 


WE dealt recently (ante, p. 101) with the registration of surnames 
as trade marks, apropos of two applications—one te register 
“ Slazenger,” which was refused, and the other to register * Cad- 
bury,” which was allowed to proceed. In a more recent case be 
fore Joycr, J. (32 R. P. C. 77), there was an application to register 
“ Muratti ” for cigarettes. “ Muratti” being an unusual name, 
and there being evidence of its having been used as a trade 
mark, the application was allowed to proceed. It is difficult, 
having regard to the facts established in these three cases, to 
reconcile them. In our opinion the decision in the first of these 
applications was wrong, and the decisions in the other two were 
right. 

In another case, Berna Commercial Motors (Limited) appiied to 
register “Berna” for motor cars. This case came before 
SARGANT, J. (ante, p. 316 ; 32 R. P. C. 113), and the application 
was resisted by the oes ona mainly on the ground that 
“ Berna” was a geographical name as being the Spanish and Italian 


equivalent of Berne, the capital of Switzerland, and was not 





‘ppointment. The funds would then pass on her death to the 





registrable ; but it was also urged that the use of “ Berna” by the 
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applicants would be misleading and deceptive, as implying that 
their motors were made in Switzerland. The learned judge held, 
that “Berna” was not absolutely identified with “ Berne,” and 
even if it was, “ Berne” would be registrable for motor cars; and 
further that “ Berna” had for some years come to mean the 
goods of the applicants exclusively. He overruled all the 
objections of the Comptroller and allowed the application to 
proceed. 

The third case under notice was one in which a company 
carrying on business in Sheffield applied to register “ Sheffield— 
Simplex ” asa trade mark for motor road vehicles in Class 22. 
This being an application for a trade mark on metal goods by a 
company carrying on business in Sheffield, it came, by section 63 
(3) of the Trade Marks Act, 1905, under the jurisdiction of the 
Cutlers’ Company, and it is, we believe, the first of the kind to come 
into court. On behalf of the Cutlers’ Company it was suggested 
that there should be disclaimer of the right to “Sheffield” or 
“ Simplex” alone ; but SarGAnt, J., before whom the case came, 
said that such a disclaimer was not necessary. He held that it 
was clear that “Sheflield—Simplex” had become perfectly 
distinctive of the goods of the applicant company, and that there 
was no reason to think that the registration of the combination 
as a trade mark would unduly interfere with the right of any 
other manufacturer to describe his goods by an appropriate 
name. An order was made that the Cutlers’ Company sbould 
proceed with the registration. 

All these three cases were cases of special applications to register 
words as trade marks which require, as a preliminary step, an 
order of the Board of Trade or the Court for the application to 
proceed. When such an order is made, the application is adver- 
tised, and then any one can come in and oppose the application in 
the ordinary way. 

Tue recent case of //vodward (Limited) y. Boulton Macro 
(Limited), betore Eve, J., on the use of descriptive words as 
a trade mark, is interesting and somewhat curious. One 
Woodward began, in 1350, to sell a medicinal preparation called 
“Gripe Water,” which he and his successors in business have 
sold ever since. In 1876, he registered a trade mark which 
consisted of the words “Gripe Water” printed prominently, 
and with a slight floral deeoration. in 1914 /Voodwuard (Limitea), 
his successors in business, commenced an action against 
Boulton Macro (Limited) for an injunction to restrain infringement 
of this trade mark, and for an injunction to restrain them from 
seliing a remedy, not being the plaintiffs’ remedy, under the 
name of “Gripe Water,” and for consequential relief. The 
defendants gave notice of a motion to expunge the trade mark 
from the Register, on the ground (inter aia) that the words 
“Gripe Water” were not a trade mark, but were common 
descriptive words. The action and the motion came on together 
before Eve, J., who held that the claim tor passing off failed, but 
that the trade mark was vaiid and had been intringed ; so he 
granted an injunction to restrain infringement of the trade 
mark, and refused the motion to rectify the Register. He gave 
the plaintiffs the costs of the action, less the custs of the claim 
for passing-vff which were given to the defendants, thereby, as it 
would appear, setting the taxing master a rather difficult task. 

Of course the plaintitts’ case was that “Gripe Water” meant 
their remedy only, but the evidence satisfied the learned judge 
that for over thirty-five years chemists all over the country bad 
been openly selling as “Gripe Water ” remedies which were not 
the plaintitis’; that “Gripe Water,” not being the plaintiffs’, had 
been fur some years ollered for sale in the catalogues of wholesale 
and retail houses ; that in certain medical publications there had 
been published recipes for Gripe Waters ; and that in poor locali- 
ties ‘“‘ Gripe Water” meant nothing but a cure for gripes, Con- 
sequently at the present time ‘Gripe Water” is a descriptive 
and not a distinctive term, and so could not now be registered asa 
trade mark. But the learned judge held that tne plaintiffs’ 
trade mark was within the protection of section 41 of the Trade 
Marks Act, 1905, and, following in this respect his decision in the 
case of the Imperial Tobacco Uo.’s Trade Marks (ante p. 128; 
32 R. P. C. 40), that the validity of the original registration of a 
trade mark cannot be impeached on the ground of matters 
arising after the date thereof. 





But a question arose in the case under notice as to the con- 
struction of section 44 of the Act of 1905, which provides that 
‘No registration under this Act shall interfere with. . . . . the 
use by any person of any bona fide description of the character 
or quality of bis goods.” The defendants alleged that they were 
protected by this section in their use of “Grpe Water,” as it 
was a bona fide deseription of their goods. The learned judge 
held that the section only applied to trade marks which were jn 
fact registered under the Act of 1905, and not to marks 
registered under any previous Act, as the plaintiffs’ mark was, 
He adopted the contention of the plaintifis that the section 
(which was new so far as we have quoted it) was inserted in the 
Act to emphasize the fact that the Act by making descriptive 
words registrable trade marks, was not to abrogate or curtail the 
rights which traders would have, had descriptive words not been 
made registrable. We are, however, strongly inclined to think 
that the decision of the learned judge on this point was erroneous, 
It is true that section 44 says ‘no registration under this 
Act,” but then section 6 has to be taken into account. This 
section provides that the previous Registers of Trade Marks 
shall be incorporated with and form part of the Register to be 
kept under the Act, and that, subject to the provisions of sections 
36 and 41, the validity of the original entry of any trade mark 
in the incorporated Registers shail be determined in accordance 
with the statutes in force at the date of the entry, and such trade 
mark shall retain its original date, “ but for ail other purposes 
it shall be cleemed to be a trade mark registered under this Act.” 
It appears to us that the plaintiffs’ trade mark in this case 
must, under this section, be deemed to be a trade mark registered 
under the Act of 1905, subject to the qualifications expressed in 
the section, and as none of these qualifications cover section 44, 
that section was operative in the case under notice. 
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ConTgact—RestTRaint or TrRapeE—AGREED Sum To BE ParIp on BREACH 
OF ANY OF SEVERAL STIPULATIONS OF VARYING I mMPORTANCE—PENALTY 
OR LIQUIDATED DAMAGEs. 


An agreement between the plaintiffs and the defe ndant provided 
that the plaintiffs should sell their motor-cars to the defendant for 

le by him within a certain district, the defendant undertaking not 
to sell any car or parts below a certain price, and to pay to the plamtiffs 
£250 jor every unde rtaking, the sum fixed bemg 
expressed to be turer wil 
Th than that 


breach of such 
“the agre ed damages which the 
defendant sold frve cars ata lower price 


manu fac 
sustain,”’ 
fixed, 
Held (Bankes, L.J., dissenting), that the agreed sum was a penalty 
and not liquidated damadqes, aa breaches of the different conditions m 
the agreement would result in damages largeli varying in amount, 
and iiovader the um of £250 rece a "aa pre- of the 
probable damage within the meaning of the decision in Dunlop Pneu- 
matic Tyre Co, v. New Garage and Motor Co. (Limited) (1915, 4. (. 7% 
Deci Atkin, J. (58 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 456), affirmed. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs from a judgment of Atkin, J., sitting with- 
ut a jury. The plaintiffs’ claim was for £374, alleged to be the 
balance due for breach of contract. By an agreement in writing, dated 
2nd January, 1913, it was agreed that the plaintiff sh uld sei 
their cars to the defendant for sale by aim and within fifteen mues 
of the Guildhall. The defendant undertook, by clause 6, not to sell 
any car or parts thereof at a price below the advertised retail list price, 
and also agreed that on any breach of the undertaking he would pay 
the plaintiffs £250 for every such breach, ‘‘ such sum being the agre 
damages which the manufacturers will sustain.’”” By clause 7 restric 
tions were imposed ag to selling to the trade, and by clause 18 as © 
exhibiting the cars, and in each case the sum to be paid on breach 
was £250. It was admitted that the defendant had sold certain cars 
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at a price below that of the advertised retail price list. But it was 
contended on behalf of the defendant that the £250 mentioned in the 
agreement was a penalty and not recoverable as liquidated damages. 
At the date of the trial the case of Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co. v. New 
Garage and Motor Co. (Limited) (1915, A. C. 79) was entered for hear 
ing at the House of Lords, but had not been decided by that tribunal. 
Atkin, J., following the judgment of the Court of Appeal in the Dunlop 
case (reversed on appeal in the House of Lords), held that the £250 
was a penalty, and not liquidated damages. The plaintiffs appealed. 

Bucktey, L.J., said he thought the appeal failed. The plaintiffs con 
tended that the present case came within the decision of the House of 
Lords in the Dunlop case. In that case it was held that where a single 
sum was agreed to be paid as liquidated damages on the breach of a 
number of stipulations of varying importance, and the damage was the 
same in kind for every possible breach, and was incapable of being 
precisely ascertained, the stipulated sum, if it was a fair pre-estimate 
of the probable damage and not inconsiderable, was to be regarded 
as liquidated damages and not as a penalty. But here the damage was 
not the same in kind for every possible breach, and the sum was not a 
fair pre-estimate of the probable damage. The agreement must be 
looked at as a whole, and if it appeared that the same sum was agreed 
upon for offences of different character, that shews that the pre-estimate 
was not genuine. In clause 6 the sum was to be paid if a car was sold 
under list price; in clause 7, if there was such a sale to anyone in the 
motor trade. There was no damage of a pecuniary nature by a breach 
of clause 7, nor damage to their system of trading. Again, in claus¢ 
18 (restrictions as to exhibiting) the damage was altogether different 
to the damage done by breach either of clauses 6 or 7. "These considera 
tions shewed that there was no genuine attempt to pre-estimate the 
damages. Moreover, clause 6 contained a number of conditions on the 
breach of any one of which £250 would become payable, so that in 
particular circumstances the breach of its conditions might render the 
offender liable to pay £1,000, as it was possible to commit four of them 
if the sale took place under a combination of prohibited circumstances. 
Under the pretence of maintaining a system it would be possible to 
fix a sum for breach so high as that no trader would dare to commit a 
breach, because of the amount he would have to pay. The court had 
no right to examine the clauses of the agreement seriatim with a micro- 
scope, but it seemed to him that the appeal must be dismissed for the 
reasons given by Atkin, J., as the facts he had referred to shewed that 
the present case was distinguishable from the Dunlop case. 

PickrorD, L.J., agreed with Buckley, L.J 

Bankes, L.J., dissented, and was of opinion that the appeal should 
be allowed. By a majority the appeal was dismissed with costs 
Cornsrt r ! plaintiffs, Disturne . K.C and Doughty; for the 
defendant, J/orton Smith. Sortcrrors, O. S. Hickson, for March, Pear 
son, d- Akenhead, Manchester: John Hands. 

[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at Law.] 


Re DAWSON (Deceased). PATTISSON v. BATHURST. No. 1. 
Ist and 2nd March. 


Witt—Cuaritaste Bequerst—Depentures or AUSTRALIAN LAND Com- 
PANY—CHARGE ON KReaL AND PERSONAL Property—LeaskHOLD 
Orrick iN LONDON OF SMALL VaLur—‘‘ INTEREST IN LAND Mort 
MAIN AND CHARITABLE Uses Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 42), ss. 4, 10. 
A testator who died before the passing of the Mortmain and 

Charitable t s Act, 1891, bequeathed so much of his residuary personal 

estate as could lawfully be applied to charitabli purposes to twe 

charities, subject to a life interest. Part of his residuary estate con 
eisted of money secured by the debentures of two Australian land com 
panies, whose only property in England were their leasehold offices in 

London, of comparatively small value. By Australian law money 

éecured on land cou d be validly give ntoa charity. 

Held, affirming Neville, J. (ante, p. 249; 1915, 1 Ch. 168), that the 
companies’ offices were *‘ interests in land,” charged by the debentures, 
and that as there could be no appo tionment, the charities could not 
receive any part of the proceeds of the debentures. 

Brook v. Badley (L. &. 3 Ch. 672) applied. 

Re Hill’s Trusts (16 Ch. D. 173) overruled. 

Appeal by defendants from a decision of Neville, J. (reported 
ante, p. 249; 1915, 1 Ch. 168). The plaintiffs, trustees of a testa- 
tor’s will, took out an originating summons to determine whether the 
debentures of two Australian land companies forming part of his 
estate could lawfully be given by his will to certain charities. The 
testator, who died in February, 1891, devised and bequeathed all bis 
real and personal estate upon trust for sale and conversion, and to 
pay the income to his son, William Dawson, during his life, and after 
his death, as to so much of the premises as might by law be applicable 
to charitable legacies, upon trust for the Sussex County Hospital, 
Brighton, and Mrs. Gladstone’s Hospital for Convalescent Patients, 
Woodford, in equal shares, and as to so much of the premises as might 
by law not be so applicable, in trust for a nephew who died in his lifetime. 
The defendant Bathurst was the legal personal representative of 
William Dawson, who was the testator’s only child, and therefore his 
heir-at-law and next of kin. The debentures charged all the real and 
personal property of each company wita the due payment of the mone) 
secured by the debenture. The only interest in land possessed by 
eitner company in England at the date of the testator’s death con 
sisted of offices held, in one case, for a term of which seven months 
only was unexpired, at a rack rent, and in the other case on a yearly 
tenancy. Each company had considerable real and personal property 








in Australia. There was nothing in the Australian law corresponding 
to the Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1888, or to the earlier Mort- 
main Acts, and by the law of South Australia land coald be devised 
to, and held by, a charity, and any moneys charged on land validly 
ven by will to charitable object The law in the other Australian 
which had been 


states was similar. Neville, J., held that the debentures 
I 





paid off in the one case and realised in the other since the testator’s 
death, ild not be iven to the irities, but be ed to the defendant 
Bathurst ihe « irilies ippealed 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said he felt no doul er that the 
decision of the learned Judge vas pertectiy right Lhe test vr had 


unfortunately died three months betore the Mortmain Act, 1891, came 
into force rhe words *‘ any estate or interest’ in land occurred both 
in the Statute of Geo. II. and the Act of 1888. There was no distine 
tion in this respect between the Acts, so that authorities de« ded on the 
forme applied also to the latter It was quite true that shares in 


companies were not within the Act fyers v. Perigal (2 De G. M. & 


Gy. SYY), as explained by lshu th ve. Atunn (15 Ch. D. 062 but that 
was not applicable to the case of a debenture, which must be construed 
accordil to the language used in it, and if it created a charge on 
land, must be considered a mortgage of land A share was wholly 


different from a debenture, and the distinction between a shareholder 


and a debenture- holder was a vital or The debenture-holder, if his 


interest was in arrear, could appoint a receiver and take possession of 
any of the mpany’s property, including its office. No question arose 
as to one « these debentures creating a charge on real estate, but as 
to the South Australian Land Company debenture it as said 
there was 1 charge until maturity, which was in 18935, two years after 
the testator’s death But at that date there was, at any rate, a con 
tin nt charge iite th t to satisfy the Act Then it was said 
there s no real charge, and the Act was only intended to prevent 


sy ith Brook 
re there was a lega y under a prior 


eeds of sale 


That ryument wa uite inconsistent 





iL payal it of personality and pi 
of real « t it could not be bequeathed to a 
larity a i Lord Cairns also decided in that 
that ther ld be » al , { harit tld not take 
so much of t legacy as 4 urged 1 per it nd not realty. 
‘A charge is a charge on ever part of the security * In Re Watta (29 
Ch. D 947). vhere the « vurt « cpressly approved of Brook Radley, 
Cotton, L.J., iid that there « i t be any apportionment or 


} 


marshallir vas only a 


| was true that the nad im the present case 

in London, but still vas land, and the companies’ 
debentures inevitably created charges on land in England. The appeal 
t fa led, and must be dismissed The decision of Malins, V.C., 


leasehold 


theretore 
in Re Hill’s 7 ts (16 Ch. D. 173), allowing apportionment in such a 
case, could not be supported 
PHILLIMORI Pe who observed that it wa urious that there was 
no pl ious case on the subj t ! rms debentures, but the court 
; driven bv authority to hold that these debentures made the holders 


nterest in land, and 
Joyce, J., who remarked that is Lord Lindl y use d to say, 
there vere some things which were settled whether we liked 


them r not, delivered judgment to the same effect CouNSEL, 
Butcher, K.( and J. M Paterson; Peterson, K.C., and 
GN. M y (for . S ph n H.M. Forces); Jeni K.C., and 
H.d.i : S. A. Sampeason ouicrrors, Clarke, Calkin, & Son, for 
Howlett & ¢ , Brighton ; Oliver d Lyall; Hores, Pattison, & Co. 
H. | ANG aD wis, Barrieterat-Law 
REX v. AMEKDT. No.2. 5th March. 
Practice—Certiorarnt—Six Montus’ Limrr or Timi FIAT Of 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL—CRrOWN Orrice Ruves, 1906, rr. 20, 21. 


Rule 21 of the Crown Off Rules, 1906°p reides that no writ of 
ertiorari h ll be granted, 1 ‘ or Glowed unles the writ 
ed for within ax calendar months next after such judgment, 

ict y ed y ah ih »> had r made 
n did not apply to the issue of a writ of 
ittorney General on behalf of the 


b ippl 
e appli 
rder, ¢ 


Held, that this pr 


certiorari at the wat ce of t 


0 ron oF ’ } 


Crown 
Di 1 of Di nal Court (1914, 3 K. B. 222 (Lg. A. B 
1398, 30 7. L. R. 543) reversed 
Appeal by the Crown from a decision of a Divisional Court (Avory, 
Rowlatt and Shearman, JJ.), upholding a preliminary objection against 
a ¢ iorari issued on the application of the Attorney-Genet | calling 


order made by justices in 


upon the respondent to shew cause why an y 
; should not be 


I’ssex acting as the licensing conhrming authority, 
brought up and quashed, the appl ut n for the rule not ~“\ien * een 
nade within the time spe ified by rule 21 f the Ur n Office Rules, 
1906. ‘Lhe ‘ vn appealed, submitting that ru L | no ipplication 
vhen the certwrari nad been « tained on the frat of the Attorney- 
General, whose power to obtain the issue of a e¢ tiorarit was quite dif 
f f rdi y subject 

ferent from that of an ordinary j 

Lord Reapine, C.J n giving judgment pointed out that the 
Att : ( I » a it of ute different trom 
the right of eneral publi The p lure e different, for the 
Att ( had power t lem 1 a certiorari and the court was 
I md t t is a } i ri t } had not firet to apply tor 
x P r } ‘ ™ | 
an order nist In the ise OL i subject, the argument took place on 
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the application for the rule, and, if the writ was issued, the subsequent 
quashing of the document followed as a matter of course. In the case 
of the Crown the matter was argued on the second stage. The court 
below had held that rule 21 was binding on the Crown, since under sec 
tion 6 of the Statute Law Revision and Civil Procedure Act, 1881, the 
Crown Office Rules were applied to all proceedings by and against the 
Crown, and rule 21 contained no exemption of the Crown from its effect. 
He did not agree with that view. There was no suggestion that there 

18 any such time limit to the rights of the Crown until the Crown 
Office Rules of 1906 were issued. When the rule was read, it was im- 
possible to see how there could be any doubt in the case, and the 
decision of the Divisional Court must be reversed. 

Swinren-Eapy, L.J., and Bray, J., were of the same opinion, and 
accordingly the appeal of the Crown was allowed.—Counset, 7'he 
Attorney-General (Sir John Simon, K.C.), the Solicitor-Genera (Sir 8 
Buckmaster, K.C.), and Daldy; Ryde, K.C., and C. E. Jones. Sottct- 
rors, The Solicitor for the Customs and Excise; BE. Moore. 

Reported by Ersxrve Rew, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re HARGROVE. HARGROVE +. PAIN. Astbury, J. 29th January; 
3rd February. 
ELecrion—SerrLement—Wi1LL—Spinsters—ResTRAINT ON ANTICI- 
PATION—CONTRARY INTENTION. 


The doctrine of election ia not displaced by reaaon of the im position 
of a future restraint on anticipation, and is not affected by a power 
being given to the trustees to modify the trusts in certain future events. 


Re Vardon’s Trusts (28 Ch. D. 134, 31 Ch. D. 275) applied. 


This was an originating summons, raising the question whether two 
daughters of the testator were put to their election as to whether they 
would take under his will or under two previous settlements. The facts 
were these : By a marriage settlement made in 1872 certain stocks and 
shares were settled upon the usual trusts, with a power of appointment 
among the issue of the marriage, and a gift over in default of appoint 
ment to the children of the marriage in equal shares, subject to 
hotchpot. By a supplemental deed, executed in 1892, other funds were 
brought into settlement upon the same trusts. There were three 
children of the marriage, all daughters, and all alive in 1892. The 
testator made his will in 1896, when the daughters were all spinsters, 
and appointed the settled funds upon the trusts of his residuary estate 
which he gave in trust as to one-third to each of them for life, without 
power of anticipation, and after her death for her children or issue as 
therein mentioned. One daughter married in 1912, and the testator by 
deed appointed a sum exceeding one-third of the settled funds to her 
absolutely, which sum she settled by her marriage settlement. This 
daughter had no children. In 1914 the testator died, and accordingly 
the appointments which had been made were in excess of the power, as 
there had been no issue of the daughters born in his lifetime; but such 
ppointments were not void for remoteness. Accordingly the two 
spinster daughters took the unappointed funds, as the married daughter 
had already received over one-third, and the question arose whether, 
having regard to the restraint on anticipation, which was not yet 
effective, the spinster daughters were put to their election to take under 
or against the will. Counsel for the spinster daughters contended that 
the testator, having shewn an intention to make the interests of all his 
daughters in his free property inalienable, intended none of them to 
be put to election. On the other hand, counsel for the executrix con- 
tended that the intention of the testator was unimportant, and that 
the question really was whether the daughters’ interests were, in fact, 
available for compensating the parties disappointed by an election 
against the will. The cases referred to were Re Vardon’s Trusts (1885, 
31 Ch. D. 275), Re Wheatley, Smith v. Spence (1884, 27 Ch. D. 606), 
Hamilton v. Hamilton (1892, 1 Ch. 396), Benes v. Foster (1901, 1 Ch. 
361), and Re Tongue (1915, W. N. 26). 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said: The imposition of a 
future restraint on anticipation is not sufficient to prevent the doctrine 
of election from applying in this case, and accordingly the two spinster 
daughters, who were both spinsters at the date of the will, and at the 
testator’s death, are put to their election. The power given to the 
trustees to modify the trusts in certain future events falls within the 
ruling in Re Vardon’s Trusts (1885, 31 Ch. D. 275), and accordingly 
the application of the doctrine of election is not displaced.—Counskt, 
Cunliffe, K.C., and J. 2. Harman; C. Percy Sanger; Dighton Pollock ; 
Vicklem, K.C., and St. John Clerke; T. H. Attwater. Soxicrrors, 
Withers, Bensons, Birkett & Davies; J. Clement Brown, for R. C. & 8. 
Burrows, Cambridge. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


Re JONES’ SETTLEMENT. STUNT rc. JONES. Astbury, J. 
4th February. 


SeTrLemMent—Poticy—Hvussanp’s Lire Premiums Parp sy Wire—No 
Request Errner sy tHe HvusBaNp or THe Trustees—Lien—Power 
or APPOINTMENT—APPOINTMENT BY Deep—Liurtrep Power—Revoca- 
9 AND Retease—Avowep Ossecr or Ostaintnc BeneritT— 

ALIDITY 


Where a wife, by reason of the impecuniosity of her husband, paid 
the premiums on the policies on his life to prevent the policies from 





lapsing, it was held that she could not be recouped for such payments 
out of the policy moneys on his death. 


Re Leslie, Leslie v. French (1883, 23 Ch. D. 552) applied. 
Though the donee of a power may release it with the object of obtain. 


ing a benefit, yet a power of revocation is as fiduciary as the original 
power, and cannot be exercised with the object of obtaining a benefit 


Re Somes, Somes v. Somes (1896, 1 Ch. 250) distinguished. 


This was a summons to determine whether certain payments of pre 
miums, made by a wife to prevent her husband’s policies from lapsing, 
could be recovered or recouped by her out of the policy moneys pax 
on his death, and, if not, whether a proposed revocation and release 
of a certain power of appointment for the avowed purpose of obtaining 
such recovery or recoupment would be a fraud on the power. The facts 
were these :—Certain funds belonging to a wife and £2,000 policies on 
the husband’s life were settled in trust for the wife for life, and after 
her death for the husband for life, or until he incumbered, and subject 
thereto in trust for the issue as the husband and wife should by deed, 
with or without power of revocation and new appointment, jointly 
appoint; and, in default, as the survivor should in like manner or by 
will appoint ; and, in default, for the children who, being sons, attained 
twenty-one, or, being daughters, attained that age or married, in equal 
shares. The husband covenanted to pay the premiums, and it was also 
provided that the trustees, with the wife’s consent, might pay them out 
of income, or capital if the income was insufficient; but this was not 
obligatory, nor were the trustees bound to enforce the hueband’s covenant. 
In 1905 the husband and wife jointly appointed all the trust property, 
except their life interests, in trust for their only child, Edith, for 
life, and after her death for her children as therein mentioned ; and in 
default of children for Edith absolutely. The appointors reserved to 
themselves a power of revocation by deed and to the survivor of them 
by deed or will. In 1914 the husband died, and his wife took out 
administration to his estate, which was only worth about £100. The 
daughter was a spinster of thirty-five, and there were no other children. 
The policy moneys, amounting with bonuses to over £3,000, were duly 
received by the trustees, and the wife wrote to them to say that, her 
husband having no sufficient means of his own, she had for twenty-five 
years paid the premiums to prevent the policies lapsing, and claimed 
recoupment out of the policy moneys; and she also stated that if she 
was not of right entitled to such payment, she proposed to revoke the 
joint appointment, and to release her power so that & and her daughter 
might have control of the policy moneys; and she and her daughter 
asked the trustees to take the opinion of the court. The wife had, in 
fact, paid £890 in premiums direct to the insurance offices, but without 
any request by the trustees or the husband, and without her ever having 
asked the trustees to pay the premiums. It was argued on the one 
hand, that the payments were voluntary, and the wife could not be 
recouped out of the policy moneys (Re Leslie, Leslie v. French, 
1883, 23 Ch. D. 552), and the power of revocation being fiduciary, the 
proposed revocation was a fraud on such power : Sugden on Powers, 
8th ed., p. 365, Burnaby v. Baillie (1889, 42 Ch. D. ), and Re Hard 
ing, Rogers v. Harding (1894, 3 Ch. 315). On the other hand, it was 
argued that, although the wife was not in fact life tenant of the policy 
moneys when she made these payments, she was in a similar position to 
that of a life tenant, and could recover : Burridge v. Rowe (1842,1Y 
& C. C. C. 183), and in support of the contention that the release was 
not a fraud on the power Shirley v. Fisher (1882, 47 L. T. 107) and 
Re Somes (1896, 1 Ch. 200) were cited. 


Astsury, J.—On the first point, the wife’s payments are purely volun 
tary, and cannot be recovered. I follow Re Leslie, Leslie v. French 
(supra)! On the second point I hold that, although the donee of 4 
power might release it with the object of obtaining a benefit, as im 
Re Somes (supra), a power of revocation is as fiduciary as the original 
power, and cannot be exercised with the object of obtaining a benefit. 
In Shirley v. Fisher (supra) the property belonged to four sons m 
default of appointment by the father. One son died, and his share 
devolved on the father. The father subsequently appointed to the 
three sons, reserving a power of revocation. Later on he revoked the 
appointment, and proposed to release the power, so ae to claim his fourth 
share. Vice-Chancellor Bacon held that there was no evidence of fraud 
or impropriety in the revocation, or any intention of obtaining more 
than the law would have given him if the original appointment had not been 
made. In this case the wife p sed to exercise her fiduciary power of 
revocation with the avowed "den of getting £890 for herself, 4 
stranger to the power. The trustees are not bound to pay on a revoca 
tion, release, and request made with such an avowed object, and I answer 
the question in this form, so as to leave the wife free to execute a bona 
fide revocation and release, if so advised.—Counset, F. F. Farrer; 
Hewitt, K.C., and 7. Pakenham Law. Soxtcrrors, Bockett, Stunt, & 
Bockett. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re TUBBS. DYKES v. TUBBS. Neville, J. 17th Febraary 


Serriep Estate—SetrLementT—WiILL—TENANT-FOR-LIFE AND REMAINDER- 
MAN—FreeHoLp Grounp Rents—Leasenotp Estate—Lone RepalR- 
mo Leases—Power or MANAGEMENT TO TrusTeEs—Norices 10 

Tenants as To Reparrs—Costs or Norices—Trusrees’ ‘‘ Costs OF 

MANAGEMENT.”’ 

until 


Where a testator empowered his trustees to manage his estate r 
it should be sold, and to repair and insure houses and buildings ™ 
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“to pay the costs of management out of the rents and profits of the 
estate,” and the estate consisted of 650 houses, bringing in ground rents 
amounting to £2,100 per annum, and the trustees had incurred an 
nditure of £1,100 in having a survey taken and notices to repair 
served on all the tenants, which notices had been complied with, 
Held, that the tenant for life must bear the whole of the expenditure. 


Summons to determine whether certain expenditure incurred by 
trustees of a settled estate was payable out of capital or income. The 
estate consisted of some 650 houses in Harlesden, erected about 1881 
under ninety-nine-years repairing leases, the ground rents amounting to 
£2,100 per annum. In 1913 the trustees were advised to have a survey, 
and as a result served repairing notices on nearly all the tenants, with 
achedules of repairs, which were carried out. Under the will the trus- 
tees had a power of sale and a power of management till sale, including 
wide powers to cut timber, repair and insure buildings, and make allow- 
ances and arrangements with tenants, and also to pay the costs of 
management out of the rents and profits of the premises. The testator 
died in 1891, and his wife was the tenant for life. The expenditure 
incurred by the trustees had amounted to £1,100, and they took out 
this summons to ascertain how it should be borne. Counsel for the 
tenant for life contended that it should be apportioned between the 
tenant for life and the remainderman. He referred to Re McClure’s 
Trusts, Carr v. The Commercial Union Insurance Co. (1906, 76 L. J. Ch. 
52) and Re Hotchkys, Fisher v. Calmady 1886, 32 Ch. D. 408). 


Nevute, J., after stating the facts, said : The expenses in this case 
must be paid out of income, and not out of capital. It is a great 
hardship on the tenant for life owing to the peculiar character and size 
of the property, but I cannot deal with the matter differently, because 
of that fact alone.—Counsex, Fairfax Luxmoore; J. I. Stirling; C. E. 
Dyer. Souicrrors, Corbould, Rigby & Co. 

{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
DAKIN & CO. (LIM.) v. LEE. Div. Cowt. 15th and 16th December. 


Bumping Contract—Lump Scum ContTract—ConTRACT SUBSTANTIALLY 
PerroRMeD—RicHt tro Recover—QvuantuM Meruir. 


Where a builder has supplied work and labour for the repair of a 
house under a lump sum contract, but has departed from the terms of 
the contract, he is entitled to recover on a quantum meruit, to be ascer- 
tained by deduction from the lump sum, unless (1) the work done, owing to 
the failure to keep to the terms of the vontract, ts of no benefit to the 
defendant ; or (2) the work done is entirely different from that which he 
has contracted to do; or (3) he has abandoned the work and left it 
unfinished. The measure of the deduction is the sum necessary to make 
the work correspond with the contract. 


This wae an appeal from the official referee on a claim by the plain 
tiffs, builders, for £350 for work done and materials supplied for repairs 
toa house, including a lump sum of £264, the amount of the work exe 
cuted under a detailed specification. With regard to this latter work the 


tions of it were not as they ought to have been according to the contract, 
It might cost some small sum of money to put it right, and it might, 
indeed, be that it was good enough as it stood. The house was there 
and was in complete use, and no complaint appears to have been made 
about it until the question of payment arose. It cannot be that the 
proper decision is that, because these little matters were not absolutely 
complied with, the person who gets the benefit of the work is to have 
it for nothing. It seems to me that the authorities are perfectly clear 
and distinct, that where the contract is substantially completed, although 
not perfectly and absolutely so, those who get the benefit of the work 
done under that contract must pay according to the benefit which they 
| have received. If the proper conclusion is that the builder has thrown 
| up his work and left it undone, or if the work that he has done ie of 
no use at all to the defendant, or if the contract has been so departed 
| from that the work has been entirely altered, and is not what was con- 
tracted for at all, the decision would be otherwise. In this case it can- 
not be contended that the facts bring the case within either of those 
classes of decisions. The work was not so altered in character as to be 
useless ; it was not so altered as to be quite different from that which 
it had been before; and that it was of use to the defendant is shewn 
by the fact that she was willing to pay £250 for it. [And after refer 
ting to Farnsworth v. Garrard (1 Camp, 38), as furnishing the baeis of 
the law on the subject, his lordship quoted from the charge to the jury 
in Thornton v. Place (1 Moo. & R. 2188) : ** When a party engages to do 
certain work on certain specified terms, and in a certain specified 
manner, but, in fact, does not perform the work so as to correspond 
with the specification, he ie not, of course, entitled to recover the price 
agreed upon in the specification, nor can he recover according to the 
actual value of the work, as if there had been no special contract, 
What the plaintiff is entitled to recover is the price agreed upon in the 
specification, subject to a deduction, and the measure of that deduction 
is the sum which it would take to alter the work so as to make it corre- 
spond with the specification.”"’] That is a rider upon Farnsworth y, 
Garrard (supra) in this sense—that it shews that where there is a 
fixed sum you have to begin from it, and determine the amount payable 
by deduction for the work not executed from that lump sum. In other 
words, when there is a fixed sum the method of calculating the benefits 
received is to be different from what it would be if it is merely a case 
of common counts, where the amount has to be ascertained by measure 
and value. Lillis v. Hamlen (3 Taunt. 52) is not in accordance with the 
other decisions, and I do not follow it. His lordship referred also to 
Cutler vy, Close (5 C. & P. 337), Steqmann vy. O'Connor (80 L. T. 234), 
Taicas v. Godwin (3 Bing. N. C. 737), and distinguished Forman & Co 
v. The Liddesdale (1900, A. C. 190) and Appleby v. Myers (L. R. 2 
C. P. 651), and concluded :] For these reasons I think this decision must 
be reversed, and as the value has been found by the learned referee, the 
proper course, to save further expense to the parties, will be to enter 
judgment for that amount. 








Sankey, J., in the course of his judgment, eaid : A great number of 
cases have been cited to us, and in my view the law stands as foll« 

Where a builder has supplied work and labour for the erection or repair 
of a house under a lump sum contract, but has departed from the terms 
of the contract, he is entitled to recover for his services (1) unless the 


; work that he has done has been of no benefit to the owner; (2) unless 


the work he has done is entirely different from the work which he has 
contracted to do; or (3) unless he has abandoned the work and left 
the work or the repairs unfinished. As to the first principle, the 
authority is Farnsworth yv. Garrard (supra). An illustration of the 
second principle is Forman & Co. v. The Liddesdale (supra). The gist 





official referee found that in the three following respects the specifica 
tion had been deviated from :—(1) Concrete of an average depth of 
1 ft. 7 in. to 2 ft. had been laid instead of 4 ft. as specified ; (2) solid 
tlumns, 4 in. in diameter, instead of hollow columns, 5 in. in diameter, 


of the decision in that case is given on page 201, where Lord Hobhouse 
says: ‘‘ It is also made clear that the substitution of iron for eteel not 
only added to the weight and to the expense, but altered the structure 
of the vessel to her advantage, as the plaintiffs contend; but, as the 
defendant says, causing a rigidity in her framework which is a source 





had been used ; (3) certain rolled steel joists, to be side by side, cleated 
at the angles, and bolted at the cap and to each other, had been 
omitted. The defendant accepted the work, but offered only part of 
the sum claimed in payment. The official referee found that the plain- 
tiffs had not performed their contract according to the specification, 
and were therefore not entitled to be paid either the contract price or 
oma quantum meruit, and gave judgment for the defendant. _It was 
contended for the plaintifis that they would only be disentitled to 
tecover if the defendant derived no benefit from the work as_being 
useless, or if it was entirely different from that contracted for. Devia 
tions had been contemplated by both parties. The plaintiff was entitled 
to recover the contract price subject, perhaps, to deductions, or he was 
entitled to recover on a quantum meruit. For the defendant it was 
contended that this was a contract for a lump sum, and had not been 
aarried out, and no new contract had been shewn, and that, conse- 
quently, the plaintiffs were not entitled to anything. — The official 
Wferee gave effect to this contention, and gave judgment for the defen 
dant. The plaintiffs appealed. 


t 





of danger to her. That is a matter on which opinions vary; but there 
is no dispute that the alteration is not consistent with the plaintiff's 
obligation to restore the vessel to her original condition prior to the 
accident.’’ See also the observatione of Day, ? in The London School 
Board v. Wall, Hudson’s Building Contracts (3rd ed.. vol. 2, at p. 169) 


A similar rule applies in the sale of goods, where, of course, the plain 
tiff cannot recover if he supplies an article entirely different from that 
which he has contracted to supply With regard to the third prim nie, 
the authority is Sumpter v Hedges (1898, 1 Q B. 673); eee also Nia 
clair v. Bowl: 9B. & C. 92). I do not think, as wu 
the respondent, that the contract is gone where the repairs have heen 
substantially carried out, though not entirely, in the manner provided 
for by the contract. The true method of ascertaining the amount due 
to the plaintiff in such a case is that given by Parke, J., in the case of 
Thornton » 
pleted I find no difficulty in holding either that the contract has heen 
performed, or that there is an implied request by the defendant to do 


ontended for 


Place (supra). Where repairs have been substantially com 


he work and an implied promise to pay. I am satisfied that there is 


Riptey, J.—In this case a contract was made, which said nothing | no finding by the referee that the work done by the plaintiff has been 


tbout variations, to repair a house according to a particular specifica- | ¢ 
tin. This wae not fully complied with, but the work was done with | j 
Variations, and it was accepted by the defendant, who was willing to | } 
by for it to the extent of £250. in place of £404 claimed before the | ¢ 

ial referee. That £404 contained an item in respect of the work 
done under the specification, amounting to £264, with which alone 


f no benefit to the defendant, nor that the work done by the plaintiff 
s entirely different from that which he contracted to do, nor that he 
nas either abandoned the work or left the repairs unfinished. Nor dol 
hink there is any evidence to shew that the contract has not been eub 


stantially completed. Under these circumstances I think the judgment of 
the learned official referee was wrong, and that this appeal ought to be 


We are concerned. In the result judgment was given for the defendant allowed.—Covnsert, Bromley Eames; Casaele and RB. L. A. O' Malley. 
the referee disallowing the whole of the £264. I think that decision | Sorpicrrors, F. Kimber, Bull, ds Duncan; Colyer & Colyer 


is wrong. The work was substantially completed, but one or two por- | 


[Reported by W. L. L. Benn, Barrister-at-Law.} 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re BOTTOMLEY. Lx parte BROUGHAM. [lorri ige, J. 
SANK RUPTCY—P RACTICE—EVIDENCE—ANSWERS OF BANKRUPT ON PUBLIC 
EXAMINATION—SUBSEQUENT MOTION AGAINST THE TRUSTEE IN BANK 
RUPTCY Answers or Bankrurr Not ApMISSIBLE aS EvivENce 


15th March. 


The anawtre given by ab nkrupt at hia publre examination are not 
adn sibl¢ in evidence in a aub eque nt motion in the same bankruptcy 


the banky uptey. 


aqanat the truatee 
Motion by way of appeal from the rejection of a proof by the trustee 
Mr. H. de Vaux Brougham had proved in the bankruptcy of Horatio 


Bottomley he capacity of Liquidator of the John Bull Investment 
[rust and Agency (Limited), which had a claim against the bank 
rupt’s estate. The proof was rejected by the trustee in bankruptcy, 
and Mr. Brougham appealed from his decision. In the course of the | 
hearing of the appeal counsel for the appellant desired to read some | 
of the answers given by the bankrupt at his public examination. 
Counsel for the respondent objected that the answers given by the 


on his public examination were not evidence against his 
Admissions made by the bankrupt before his 
trustee, but admissions made 


bankrupt 
trustee in bankruptcy. 
bankruptcy may be evidence against tl 
after receiving order are not If they were a bankrupt might state at 
his public examination that he owed a man a hundred thousand pounds, 
and the trustee would be obliged to admit a proof for that amount. 
See Thuylor on Evidence (10th edition, section 794. at page 559), Re 

9Q B. D. 572). and New Prance and Garrard’s Truatee v. 
397, 1 Q. B., at p. 611 Furthermore, the trustee does not 
1e bankrupt, but represents the creditors for whom he is 


Brunner l 
Hunting l 
represent t 
trustee } 
the bankrupt’s shoes for all purposes 

Horrince, J., pointed out that in many cases the trustee stood in a 
far better position, and had a higher title, than the bankrupt; and held 
that the answers given by the bankrupt at his public examination were 
in evidence against his trustee in bankruptcy.—CowunseL, 
Camynea C' (Clayton, K.C.. and &. W. Hanaell Souiicrrors, Carter 
ad Rell irthur Benjamin & Cohen 

Reported by P. M. Francxer, Barrister-at-Law.] 


not admissibl 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 
REX v. HARRY ROBINSON. 15th Maroh. 


Crimuxan Law—Arrempt to Ostary Money sy Fass PRETENCES 
DISTINCTION BETWEEN PREPARATION TO Commit A CRIME AND ATTEMPT 
to Commit a Carme—Prorer Test. 

{ jewelle who waa inaured againat burglary and theft with Lloyd's 
underwrite u found by the police in hia shop bound. He atated 
that he had hb 1 assaulted and robbed: the aafe, which he said he 
had locke wis found to be open and empty Subsequently his 
jeu ellery wae found by the police concealed on hia premises, and he 
then admitted that he had invented the story of the robbery to enable 
him to make a fraudulent claim on the underwriters under his insurance 
pol Cy He wae indicted for attempting to obtain money by falee 
pre fences ! convicted. 

Held, that the conviction must be quashed; what the appellant had 
done wae preparation for the commiasion of a crime, and not an attempt 
to commit the crime, since there had been no communication between 
the appellant and the underwriters or any agent acting on their behalf. 
The police-othcer could not be regarded az an aq nt of the underwriters 
lt waa an act remotely leading to the commiasion of an offence. and 
not an act immediately connected with it 

R. v. Eagleton (24 DL. J. M. C. 158) approved and followed 

This was an appeal against a conviction for attempting to obtain £1,500 
by false pretences. The appellant was a jeweller, who in November, 
1914, insured his stock against loss by burglary and theft with under 
writers at Lloyd’s. On the morning of 11th December a policeman 
passing his shop heard a noise, and, going in, found the appellant 
with his feet and one hand bound. 


he received a blow on the head. The safe was found to be open and 
empty 
police officers searched the premises and found all the jewellery con 
cealed in a recess under the safe 
it as part of a scheme for making a fraudulent claim on the under 
writers. It was argued on behalf of the appellant that, as no notifica- 
tion of any kind had been sent to the underwriters, the appellant 
could not be found guilty of attempting to obtain money from them. 
Req v Eagleton 1855, 24 L. J. M. C 
25 L. J. M. C. 17), Reg. v. Button (1900, 2 Q. B. 597), and PR. v. 
Linneker (1906, 2 K. B. 99), were cited on behalf of this proposition ; 


while on behalf of the Crown, FB. v. Laitwood (1900. 4 Cr. App. R. 


248), R. v. White (1910, 2 K. B. 124), Reg. v. Dugdale (1852. Dears. 
C. C. 64), 
cited 


and Lusn, JJ., with him), after stating the facts, as follows: 


He stated that he had put all 
his jewellery in his safe, which he locked, and was going upstairs when 


He was taken to the police-station, and in his absence other 


He then admitted that he had done 


158). Reg. v. Roberta (1855, 


id Stephen's Digest of Criminal Law (5th ed., p. 39) were 


Lord Reaprine, L.C.J., delivered the judgment of Tae Covrr (Bray 


fraudulent device that the object was that they should be used in 
the future, to enable him to obtain money under hig policy from the 
underwriters. The only question in this case is whether, whatever 
his intention may have been, the police having prevented his going 
further and taking any other steps towards committing the crime, the 
offence of attempting to obtain money by false pretences had been 
ommitted. There is no doubt that if a claim had been made, or if 
any step had been taken towards communicating the news of the 
burglary to the underwriters with a view to making a claim on them, 
the appellant could have been convicted of the offence. At the trial 
the point of law was taken that on the facts there was not sufficient 
to convict him. The judge treated the case as if there were sufficient 
facts, and in the result the appellant was convicted. It seems t 
this court, on consideration of the authorities cited, although there is 
some difference in the language used in the various cases, that there 


| is no real difficulty in formulating the principle to be applied. The 


safe guide is that laid down by Parke, B., in RB. v. Eagleton (supra 

He says: ‘‘ The mere intention to commit a misdemeanour is not 
criminal. Some act is required, and we do not think all acts towards 
committing a misdemeanour indictable. Acts remotely leading towards 
the commission of the offence are not to be considered as attempts to 
commit it, but acts immediately connected with it are.”’ The diffi 
culty that arises, and which has led to a considerable difference of 
language in the later cases, is in applying this principle to the 
particular facts of the case. At times one gets very close to the line, 
while some are very easy of solution, as were #. v. Roberts and BR. v. 
Button, in our opinion, in the last of which undoubtedly on the 
evidence pretences were made, and made to induce the authorities to 
give the prisoner the prize. Now, in this case the real difficulty is 
that there is no evidence ef any act done by the appellant which ever 
reached the underwriters. They were the people whose minds were 
to be affected, and who were to be induced to part with their money 

There is no evidence of any communication between the appellant and 
the underwriters, or any agent of theirs; the policeman cannot be said 
to be acting for the underwriters. The truth is that this was pre 
paration for the commission of the crime, and not a step taken with 
a view to the commission of the crime. He was preparing the 
evidence that would be required to establish the false pretences. If 
the police had reported the burglary it might well have been that 
the underwriters would have been satisfied without making further 
inquiries, but there must have been some further act on the part of the 
appellant in making a claim upon them. It is there that we think 
the case fails, and applying the principle of Parke, B., it was an 
act remotely leading to the commission of the offence, and not at 
act immediately connected with it. It is important to bear in mind 
that, if we held otherwise, we should be going further than any cas 
has as yet proceeded, and should be also in principle opening the door 
to a conviction in a number of cases for acts which do not at present 
by themselves constitute crimes. As there was no communication 
between the appellant and the underwriters, we cannot say that 
there was any attempt to obtain the money, and therefore the con 
viction must be quashed. We do not decide the case on any technica 
grounds, either of facts or law, but applying the principle to the 
facts, not merely because there was no written claim, but because 
there was no communication of any kind.—Counskgt, for the appellant, 
Gordon Hewart, K.C., and McCleary; for the Crown. Bodkin and 
Jordan, SOLICITORS M: qeon a Ni holson, Oldham ; The Director of 
Public Prosecutions. 

[Reported by A. L. B. Tuesterr Barrister-at-Law.)} 
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Erkatum.—Re Orlando G. Harman, A Solicitor, ante, p 2. line 35 
the word 


from top. In ‘cash from the solicitor—‘ cash from you,’ 


** client "" should be substituted for ‘‘ solicitor.’ 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of the 19th March contains the following :— 
1. An Order in Council, dated 18th March, amending the Pr 
clamation of 3rd February, 1915, with reference to the prohibition & 
the exportation of certain warlike stores from the United Kingdom, 4 

amended by the Order in Council of 2nd Merch, 1915. 

2. A notice, dated 19th March (printed below), of a draft Order ™ 
Council further amending the Prize Court Rules. 

The London Gazette of the 23rd March contains the following 

3. New County Court Forms, dated 22nd March (printed below) 
under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. 

A County Court Rule, dated 22nd March (printed below with 
reference to applications for certificates under the Army Act, 1881, 
s. 115 (4 : 

5. Rules, dated 16th March (printed below), under the Legal Pro 


ceedings Against Enemies Act, 1915 ! 
A supplement to the London Gazette of 23rd March tains the 
following :— shah 
6. An Order in Council, dated 23rd inst. (printed below a 
-—There | additional Defence of the Realm Regulations, for the | aot : 





is no doubt on those facts (and the appellant did not dispute the 





giving effect to the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) Acts, 
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Prize Courts Act, 18y4. 


Privy Council Office, 19th March, 1915. 

Notice is hereby given that, after the expiration of 40 days from 
the date hereof, it is proposed to submit to His Majesty in Council 
the Draft of an Order in Council further amending the existing Rules 
and amended Rules for regulating the procedure and practice of Prize 
Courts 

Notice is hereby further given that, in accordance with the pro 
visions of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, copies of the proposed 
Rules can be obtained by any Public Body within 40 days of the date 
of this Notice, at the Privy Council Office, Whitehall. 


Courts (Emergency Powers), England. 
County Covers. 

Tue County Courts (Emercency Powers) Russ, 1915 (No. 2), paTep 
Marcu 22, 1915, Mape By THE Lorp CHANCELLOR For County CovuRTs 
UNDER THE Courts (EmerGeNcy Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, 
c. 78). 

The following paragraph shall be added to Rule 21 of the County 

Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 1914. 

The forms in the Appendix, with the necessary modifications, may 

be used for orders made under paragraph (a) or paragraph (b). 

The 22nd day of March, 1915 
(Signed) Harpanr, C. 


APPENDIX. 
4a. 
ORDER ON APPLICATION UNDER PARAGRAPH (a) 
The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. 


In the County Court of 
holden at 
No, of Plaint 
Bet ween 


Plaintiff, 
and 


Defendant 

On the application of add, if so, 
and upon hearing the Defendant} 
It is ordered that the Plaintiff be at liberty to proceed to execution on 
the judgment [or order] given [or made] against the Defendant in the 
above-mentioned action [or matter] on the day of 
for the payment of the sum of £ and costs ; 
for It is ordered that the Plaintiff be at liberty to proceed to the 
enforcement of the judgment [or order] given (or made] against the 
Defendant in this action [or matter] on the day of 
for the payment of the sum of £ and costs by issuing the order 
of commitment made on the day of |. 

And it is ordered that the Plaintiff be allowed the sum of £ 
for the fees and costs of this application, and that the said sum be 
added to the costs of the proc oolinigs hereby authorised to be taken. 
[Add, if so ordered— 

And it is further ordered that the warrant of execution [or order of 
commitment} shall not be put in force if the sum mentioned below be 


aid into Court on or before the day of 191 
or by instalments of £ for every days, the first payment 
to be made on the day of 191 }.J 

Dated this day of 191 


Registrar. 
Amount payable under the aes [or oe : £ 
Costs of this application . a 


Te the Defendant. 
6. 
ORDER ON SUMMONS UNDER PARAGRAPH (h) 


In the County Court of 
holden at 
In the Matter of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914 
No. of Application 
Bet ween 
A.B 
Applicant, 
and 

C.D 

Respondent. 

Upon hearing the application of 

add, if so, and upon hearing the Respondent] It is ordered that, 
notwithstanding the provisions of section 1, subsection 1 (b) of the 
above-mentioned Act. the Applicant be at liberty to exercise the 
following remedy for the purpose of enforcing the payment or recovery 
of a sum of money a to him from the Respondent for in default of 
the payment or recovery of a sum of money due to him from the 
Respondent], that is to ~~ 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 


No. 15, Lo INN FIE FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ABLISHED 1863 
Capital Stock . on ee oe -_ «= £400,000 
Debenture Stock wae ont «+» £331,130 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVA ANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms ef Propesal and full information ean be obtained at the Socisty's 0, 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 





[here state the remedy which the A pplicant is to be at liberty to enforce 
according to examples in Schedule| 
[Here add conditions, if any, a8, @.g.- 

Unless the rent for as the case may be} 


due to the Applicant amounting to the sum of £ be paid to the 


Applicant on or before the day of 191 lor by an 
instalment of £ on the day of 19 , and 
the balance by instalments of £ for every daye after 


that date} 
{or as the case may be.] 
And it is ordered that the Applicant be allowed the sum of £ 
for fees and costs on this application, —~ that the Respondent do pay 


the said sum to the Applicant on or before the day of 

191 (or, if so ordered (see Rule 27), and that the said sum 

be added to the costs of the proceedings hereby authorised to be taken]. ] 
Dated this day of , 191 


* Registrar. 
To the tespondent 
naming him). 
SCHEDULE. 


)} That the Applicant be at liberty to levy a distress for rent 
mounting to £ due from the are to him on premises situate 
at and known as or 

b.) That the Applicant be at liberty to take resume or enter into 
possession of certain chattels held by the Respondent under a hire- 
purchase agreement made between the Applicant and the Respondent ; 
ol 

c) That the Applicant be at liberty to resume or enter into possession 
of certain property situate at ; or 

(d.) That the Applicant be at liberty to exercise his right of re-entry 
on certain property situate at and held by the Respondent 
under him; o7 

(e.) That the Applicant be at liberty to foreclose on or to realise a 
security for the sum of £ given by the Respondent to him; or 

(f.) That the Applicant be at liberty to forfeit a deposit of £ 
made under a contract made between him and the Respondent [state 
nature of contract) or 

That the Applicant be at liberty to enforce the lapse of a certain 
mm nd of insurance for the sum of £ granted to the Respondent by 
the Applicant 
or as the case may he} 


County Corrr Ree as TO APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIFICATES UNDER 
THE Army Act, 1881, section 115, sup-secrion 4, aND THE Acts 
AMENDING THE SAMI 


ORDER L. 
PROCEEDINGS UNDER ACTS CONFERRING JURISDICTION ON THE CoURTS 


The following Rule shall stand as Order L., Rule 59. 

The Army Act, 1881, 44 & 45 Vict., c. 58, «. 115, and the Acts amending 
the same. 

1.) An application to a judge for a certificate under sub-section 4 of 
section 115 of the Army Act, 1881, and the Acts amending the same 
(herein referred to as the Act), fixing the amount of payment for any 
carriage, animal, vessel, or aircraft, may be made to any judge men 
tioned in the said sub-section in accordance with the provisions of this 
rule. 

2.) The application may be made either in or out of Court on notice 
in writing according to the form in the Appendix, which ehall be served 
on the opposite party ten clear days at least before the hearing of the 
applic ation, unless the judge or registrar gives leave for shorter notice. 

(3.) Service of notice of the + ween may be effected in accordance 
with Order LIV., Rules 2 and 3 

4.) Where the notice of the application is to be served on the Army 
Council, it may be served on the Permanent Secretary to the War 
Office or on the Solicitor to the Treasury 

(5.) No affidavit in support shall be used, except by leave of the 
judge, but the judge shall hear oral evidence tendered by either party. 

(6.) On the hearing of the application, or at any adjournment thereof, 
the judge shall fix the amount in accordance with the said sub-section, 
and shall specify the amount in a certificate which shall be signed in 
duplicate and sent to the parties; but no order directing payment 
shall be inserted on the certificate except in the cases mentioned in the 
next following paragraph and in paragraph 5 of the Sixth Schedule to 
the Act 

7.) If the judge orders any sum to be paid by way of costs to the 
Army Council, pursuant to paragraph 4 of the Sixth Schedule to the 
Act, and such sum exceeds the amount payable by the Army Council 
as the value of the article requisitioned, the judge shall certify the 
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amount of the excess, and shall order the amount so certified to be 
paid to the Army Council, and the order shall be enforceable in like 
manner as a judgment of the County Court. 

(8.) Subject to the provisions of the Act and this Rule, the practice 
and procedure of the Court in an action, and in particular the practice 
and procedure with respect to the summoning of witnesses, and with 
respect to discovery and inspection of documents, shall, with the 
necessary modifications, apply to proceedings on an application for a 
certificate, 





APPENDIX. 
453. 


Notice oF APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE UNDER THE ARMy Act, 1881, 
44 & 45 Vict., c. 58, s. 115, AND THE ACTS AMENDING THE SAME. 


la the County Court of 


The Army Act, 1881, s 


, holden at ; 
115, and the Acts amending the same. 
Bet ween 


A.B. 
(address and description) 
Applicant 
and 
The Army Cow Respondents. 


the case may be 


ra 
TAKE NOTICE 


That the 


Judge 
on 


in 


intends to apply to 
made) 


, of 
state where applicati m 

the day of at the hour of 
the noon, for a certificate fixing the amount of payment for 
a certain carriage [animal, vessel, or aircraft (as the case may be)] 
furnished in pursuance of the Army Act, 1881, section 115, and the 
the 


at sto be 


same 
day of 


Acts amending 
Dated this 
Signed) 
Applic ant, 
w Solicitor for the Applicant } 
To the Registrar of the Court 
and to the Army Council 
for aa the case may he) 
W. L. Serre. 
W. C. Suyry 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H, Tinpat ATKINSON 
the County Court Rules 


Signed) 


Submitted to the Lord Chancellor by 
Committee. 
Approved by the Rules Committee of the Supreme Court. 
Signed) Kenneta Morr Mackenzie, 
Secretary. 
I allow this Rule, which shall come into force forthwith. 
The 22nd day of March, 1915 


(Signed) Hatpane, C 


Rules under the Legal Proceedings against 
Enemies Act, 1915. 

1. Allapplications and proceedings under the Legal Proceedings against 
Enemies Act, 1915 (in these Rules referred to as the Act), shall be | 
made and taken in the King’s Bench Division of the High Court of 
Justice to and before such Judge or Judges thereof, as the Lord Chief 
Justice shall from time to time direct : Provided always that such Judge | 
or Judges may order that any such application and/or proceedings shall | 
be transferred to any other Division of the High Court, subject to the 
consent of the President of that Division, and thereupon, on such con 
sent being obtained, the said application and/or proceedings shall be so 
transferred, that any provisions of these Rules or directions given by 
the Lord Chief Justice thereunder shall apply so far as they are not | 
inconsistent with the practice of that Division, 

2. The indorsement of claim on any writ of summons, leave to 
which is sought under the Act, shall set forth the declaration which the | 
Plaintiff seeks and give particulars of the contract in respect of which 
such declaration is sought. The Judge shall have power to make, o1 
allow, any amendment of such indorsement at any stage of the pro 


‘ 





issue 


ceedings 
3. The Lord Chief Justice may from time to time give directions as 


to the practice and procedure to be adopted on applications and proceed 
ings under the Act 

4. Subject to the provisions of the Act and these Rules and any direc 
tions thereunder the same practice and procedure may be adopted in any 
application or proc eeding under the Act as would or might be adopted in 
any action or matter under the Rules of the Supreme Court. 

5. Where an enemy eervice order has been made and the 
defendant appears, nothing in these Rules shall apply to any proceedings 
taken after the appearance. 


enemy 


(Signed) Harpane, C 


The 16th of March, 1915 


New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


Whereas by an Order in Council dated the 28th day of November, 
1914, His Majesty was pleased to make Regulations (called the Defence 
of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914), under the Defence 





| sion or under his control any such apparatus, whether with o1 


of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, for securing the public safety 
and the defence of the Realm : 

And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of 
the Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, and the Defence of the Realm 
(Amendment) (No. 2) Act, 1915 : 

And whereas for the purpose of giving effect to the said Amending 
Acts, and for other purposes, it is expedient that there should be made 
in the said Regulations such amendments as hereinafter appear 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. After Regulation 2 the following Regulation shall be inserted 

‘It shall be lawful for the Admiralty or Army Council to take 
possession of any unoccupied premises for the purpose of housing 
workmen employed in the production, storage, or transport of war 
material.’’ 

2. At the end of Regulation 7 the following paragraph shal 
inserted :— 

‘‘ For the purpose of ascertaining the amount of the output of 
any such factory or workshop or any plant therein, the Admiralty 
or Army Council may require the occupier of any such factory or 
workshop, or any officer or servant of the occupier, or where the 
occupier is a company any director of the company, to furnish to 
the Admiralty or Army Council such particulars as to such out 
put as they may direct, and if any such person fails to comply with 
any such requirement he shall be guilty of an offence against these 
Regulations.”’ 

For Regulation 8 the following Regulation shall be substituted :— 

‘‘The Admiralty or Army Council may take possession of any 
factory or workshop or of any plant belonging thereto without 
taking possession of the factory or workshop itself, and may use 
the same for His Majesty’s naval or military service at such times 
and in such manner as the Admiralty or Army Council may con 
sider necessary or expedient, and the occupier and every officer 
and servant of the occupier of the factory or workshop, and where 
the occupier is a company, every director of the company, shall 
obey the directions of the Admiralty or Army Council as to the 
user of the factory or workshop or plant, and if he fails to do so 
he shall be guilty of an offence against these Regulations.”’ 

After Regulation 8 the following Regulation shall be inserted 

‘* 8a. It shall be lawful for the Admiralty or Army Council 

(a) to require any work in any factory or workshop to be done 
in accordance with the directions of the Admiralty or Army 
Council, given with the object of making the factory or workshop 
or the plant or labour therein as useful as possible for the produ 
tion of war material ; 

(6) to regulate or restrict the carrying on of work in any factory 
or workshop or remove the plant therefrom, with a view to in 
creasing the production of war material in other factories or 
workshops, 

and the occupier and every officer and servant of the occupier of the 
factory or workshop, and where the occupier is a company, every 
director of the company, shall obey the directions, regulations, « 
strictions of the Admiralty or Army Council so given, and if h 
to do so he shall be guilty of an offence against these Regulations 

5. At the end of the first paragraph of Regulation 14, the following 
proviso shall be inserted : 

Provided that if the person with respect to whom it 
posed to make such an order as aforesaid undertakes to 
with such conditions as to reporting to the police, restric 
movements, or otherwise as may be imposed on him, the ordet 
may,, instead of requiring him to cease to reside in any locality, 
suthorise him to continue to reside therein if he complies with such 
conditions as to the matters aforesaid as may be specified in the 
order, and if any person in respect of whom such an order is 
made fails to comply with any such condition he shall be guilty 
of an offence against these Regulations.”’ 

6. In Regulation 22, after the words ‘‘ without the written permis 
sion of the Postmaster-General’’ there shall be inserted the word 
‘*make,”’ and after the words ‘‘no person shall sell any such appar 
atus to any person who has not obtained such permission as aforesaid ° 


there shall be inserted the words ‘‘ and any person having 1n his posses 
vith 


be 


1s pro 
omply 


tion on 


out the permission of the Postmaster-General, shall on demand deliver 
the apparatus to the Postmaster-General, or as he may direct. 
In the second paragraph of the same Regulation, after the 
any apparatus for sending or receiving messages by telegraphy 
there shall be inserted the words “ wireless telegraphy.”’ 
7. For Regulation 24 the following Regulations shall, as from 
fifth day of April, nineteen hundred and fifteen, be substituted 

24. No person shall without lawful authority transmit 
wise than through the post) or convey, to or from the United King 
dom, or receive or have in his possession for such transmission Of 
conveyance, any letter or any written message for any other person, 
and if any person contravenes this provision he shall be guilty 
of an offence against these Regulations. 

This Regulation shall not apply to ‘‘ship-owners’ letters 
defined by section thirty of the Post Office Act, 1908, nor to any 
other class of letters or written messages that may be for the time 
being exempted by order of the Secretary of State. 


vords 


the 


other 
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to heat or some other treatment, he shall be guilty of an Offence 
against these Regulations.” 

8. In Regulation 45 the following words shall be inserted after the 
words ‘‘has been duly issued ”’ : 
“or allows any other person to have possession of any pass, 
permit, or passport issued to him, or applies to any building, 
structure, premises or vehicle, any lights, letters or marks, for the 
time being used to indicate that buildings, structures, premises, 
or vehicles, to which they are applied are used for naval or mili 
tary purposes, or any lights, letters or marks, so nearly resem- 
bling the same as to be calculated to deceive.”’ 

The following Regulation shall be substituted for Regulation 56 : 

(1) Except as otherwise provided by this Regulation, a person 
alleged to be guilty of an offence against these Regulations may 
be tried either by court-martial, or by a civil court with a jury, 
or by a court of summary jurisdiction. 

(2) Where a person is alleged to be guilty of an offence which 
is by these Regulations declared to be a summary offence he may 
be tried by a court of summary jurisdiction and not otherwise. 

(3) Where a person is alleged to be guilty of an offence other 
than an offence declared by these Regulations to be a summary 
offence, the case shall be referred to the competent naval or mili- 
tary authority who shall forthwith investigate the case and deter- 
mine whether or not the case is to be proceeded with, and if it is 
to be proceeded with, whether or not it is an offence of such a 
minor character as can adequately be dealt with by a court of 
summary jurisdiction. 

(4) If it is determined that the case is not to be proceeded 
with, the alleged offender, if in custody, shall (unless he is detained 
on some other charge) forthwith be released. 

(5) If it is determined that the case is to be proceeded with, 
but that the offence is of such a minor character as aforesaid, the 
offender may be tried by a court of summary jurisdiction and not 
otherwise. 

(6) If it is determined that the case is to be proceeded with and 
that the offence is not of such a minor character as aforesaid, then 

(a) if the offender is a British subject and is not a person 
subject to the Naval Discipline Act or to military law, and 
he claims, in the manner hereinafter provided, to be tried by 
a civil court with a jury instead of being tried by a court 
martial, the case shall be handed over, for the purposes of 
trial, to the civil authority ; 

(+) if the offender, being a British subject, does not make 
any such claim, or if the offender is not a British subject or is 
a person subject to the Navab Discipline Act or to military 
law, the competent naval or military authority shall, subject 
to any general or special instructions given by the Admiralty 
or Army Council, order the case to be tried by court-martial, 
or, where in pursuance of such instructions the case is not to 
be tried by court-martial, shall order it to be handed over, for 
purposes of trial, to the civil authority. 

(7) Any case which is handed over to the civil authority may 
be tried by a civil court with a jury : : ; 

Provided that if on further investigation it appears to the prose 
cution that a case so handed over to the civil authority is of such 
a character as can be adequately dealt with by a court of sum 
mary jurisdiction it may, if the Admiralty or Army Council con 
sent, or in Scotland if the Lord Advocate after consultation with 
the Admiralty or Army Council so directs, be so dealt with. 

(8) For the purpose of enabling such a claim as aforesaid to be 
made, the competent naval or military authority shall, as soon as 
practicable after his arrest, give to the alleged offender notice in 
writing, in the form set out in Part I. of the Schedule to these 
Regulations, of the general natur2 of the charge and of his right 
(if he is a British subject and not a person subject to the Naval 
Discipline Act or to military law) to claim to be tried by a civil 
court with a jury instead of being tried by court-martial : 

Provided that it shall not be necessary to give such a notice if 
the offence is an offence which is by thes» Regulations declared to 
be a summary offence or it has been determined that the offence is 
an offence of such a minor character as aforesaid. 

(9) A person to whom such a notice has been given may, if he is 
a British subject and not a person subject to the Naval Discipline 
Act or to military law, within six clear days from the date when 
it was so given to him claim to be tried by a civil court with a 
jury instead of being tried by court-martial by giving notice in 
writing to that effect to the competent naval or military authority 
in the form set out in Part II. of the Schedule to these Regula 
tions. 

(10) If the alleged offender is in custody he shall, if he is to be 
tried by court-martial, be kept in or handed over to military 
custody, and, if he is to be tried otherwise than by court-martial, 
be kept in or handed over to civil custody. 

(11) In England and Ireland offences against these Regulations 
shall not be prosecuted before a civil court with a jury except by 
or with the consent of the Attorney-General for England or Ire 


~ 


‘24a. If any person sends from the United Kingdom, whether by | 
post or otherwise, any letter or other document containing any | 
matter written in any medium which is not visible unless subjected | 
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tion by any person, other than the competent naval or military 
authority or a person authorized by him, or an officer of police, 
an officer of customs and excise, or an aliens officer, except with 


the consent of the Attorney General for England or Lreland, as the 
case may be 

(12) kor the purposes ot thi Regulation the expression 
‘ British subject ’’ includes a woman who has married an alien 


but who before marriage was a British subject. 

10. After Regulation 56 the following Regulation shall be inserted 

56a. Any offence tried by a civil court with a jury shall be deemed 
to be a felony, and on conviction of the offender he shall be Jiable to 
such punishment as might have been inflicted under Regulation 57 if 
the case had been tried by a general court-martial 

Where sentence of death is passed by such a civil court, the court 
may order the sentence to be executed in any manner in which a court 
martial may order a sentence of death to be executed. If the manner 
in which the sentence is to be executed is by shooting, the court may 
direct that the offender be handed over to the military authority, and 
in such case the: sentence shall be executed as if it had been passed by 
a court-martial, but in England shall not be carried into execution 
until after such time as is allowed by the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, 
for giving notice of ay peal or notice of applic ition for leave to appeal 
under that Act, nor pending such appeal or application; or in Scot 
land until after such date as may be spec ified in the sentence 

In England and Ireland a court of quarter sessions shall not have 
jurisdiction to try such a felony 

In Scotland the court having jurisdiction to try such a felony shall 
be the High Court of Justiciary. 

For the purpose of the trial of a person for such a felony, the offence 
shall be deemed to have been committed either at the place in which 
the same actually was committed, or in any place in the United 
Kingdom in which the offender may be found, or to which he may be 
brought for the purpose of speedy trial 

11. In Regulation 57, after the figure ‘‘22°’ there shall be inserted 
the figure ‘* 24.” ° 

12. ‘After Regulation 58 the following Regulation shall be 
inserted 

58a. Whenever His Majesty by Proclamation suspends the operation 
of section one of the Defence of the Realia (Amendment) Act, 1915, 
either generally or as respects any specified area, then, as respects all 


offences committed against these Regulations, or (as the case may be) 
all such offences committed within the specified area, so much ot 
Regulation 56 as relates to trial by a civil court with a jury, and in 
particular paragraphs (6) to (10) thereof, shall, so long as the Pro 
clamation remains in force, cease to have effect, without prejudice 
however to any proceedings under the said section which may be pend 


ing at the date of the issue of such Proclamation, and in lieu of the 
said paragraphs, the following provision shall have effect : 

If it is determined that the case is to be proceeded with and 
that the offence is not of such a minor character as aforesaid, the 


case may be tried by court-martial, and notwithstanding anything 


in Regulation 57 a field general court-martial convened by an 
officer authorized to convene such a court-martial shall have the 
like jurisdiction to deal with the case as in the last mentioned 
Regulation is conferred on a general court-mart) J 


13. At the end of Regulation 62 the following paragraph shall be 
inserted : 
‘For the purposes of these Regulations, the expression ° wat 

material’ includes arms, ammunition, warlike stores and equipment, 
and everything requ red for or in connection with the production 
thereof.”’ 

14. The amendments specified in the Second S« hedule to these Regula 

tions. which relate to minor details, shall be made in the Regulations 

specified in the first column of the said Schedule. 

15. At the end of the Regulations there shall be inserted, as a sche- 

dule, the First Schedule hereinafter set forth. 





land, as the case may be, nor before a court of summary jurisdic 
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SCHEDULES. 
First ScHEDULE. 
Parr I. 
Form of Notice to be 


given to an Alleged Offend . 


To (a) 


(a) Hlere insert name of alleged offender 


You are hereby informed that the general nature of the 
you is (+) 
: (b) Here state ge 
If you are a British subject [or (in the case of a wi ’ 
married an before marriage to an Britis) 
and are not a person subject to the Naval Discipline Act or to military 
law, you are entitled to claim to be tried upon the said charge [s] by a 
civil court with a jury [or in Scotland by the High Court of Justiciary] 
instead of by a court-martial 
If you are entitled and wish to make such a claim you must sign the 
form appended hereto and send it within six clear days from the receipt 
of this notice to the competent naval or authority at the 
address designated below. 


Dated the 


neral nature of the 


alien) were alien a 


military 


day of 
Signature 
Competent 


1915 


Address (¢) 


(c) Here Insert addresa to which the sent. 
N.B lhe 


to be made of the 
offender, 


ompetent naval or military rity should caus 


aint hen this notice e received the 


Part Il 
appended to the Notice 
suthority at (a) 


orn i Claim to be 


Io the competent naval or military 


(a) The address of the competent naval or military authority should be here inserted 


I, , am a British subject [was before 
i British subject] and am not a person subject 
and I claim to be tried for 
or in Scotland by the High 


tial 


my marriage to an alien 

to the Naval Dis ipline Actor to military law, 

the said offence by a ci' jury 

Court of Justiciary] instead of by a court-ma 
Signed 


stered post, or 


il court with a 


if you are in cu 
are 
should 

him. 


This claim may be sent by reg 
delivering it to the person in whose custody 
The competent naval or military authority 
be made of the dat« the 


you 


vhen claim is given to 


Second SCHEDULE 
AMENDMENTS 
Regulation 12, 


shall be omitted 


\IINOR 


resident 


The “i rd 
Regulation 29. 
At end, insert the following paragraph 
No person shall trespass wk of defence, arsenal, fact ry, 

dockyard, ship, telegraph, or signalling station or office, belonging to, « 
used for of, His Majesty, and if he shall be 
guilty of an offence against these Regulations. 
Regulation W. 
there shall be substituted the words 
there shall be 
the word 
ords transfet1 


on any w 
nt 


the service does so he 


sale, 
nserted 
Ww here 


or dis 


For sale 
transfer, or disposal, 
the 
it secondly or 


posal. 


the words “‘ or 
vord ‘* sells 
and after 


inserted the 


after the 


transfers or disposes of, ** gale 


shall be 


words 


curs there 


tegulation 41 
official uniform 
authorized by 


inserted 
Army 


there shall be 
the Admiralty or 


After the word or othe: 
‘‘or any badge supplied ox 
Council 

For the 
uniform or badge. 

For the words 
uniform or badge 

After the words 
any 


words any uniform" there shall be substituted ‘‘ any 


uniform ’’ there shall be substituted ‘‘ any such 


a member of His Majesty's Forces *’ there shall be 


inserted ‘‘ or such badge as aforesaid to any person not authorized 


to wear the same. 
Regulation 43 
shall obstruct inserted the worde 


words there 


mislead. 


After the 

knowingly 
Regulation 45 

where that word first occurs, the 

’ and after the word 

urs, there shall be 


» shall 
docu 
rted the 


After the word ‘‘ document, 
be inserted the words ‘‘or any p 
ment,’’ where it secondly and thirdly o: 
words “ passp rt.”’ 


issport 


ins 


Regulat 


, 1 ' 
there sh 


words tituted the we 


For the 
has been found.’’ 
Regulation 4 


1 


After the word there shall be inserted the we 


vod reason for bel eving ‘ 


Regulation 54 


The words “ unless satisfied that they are of an innocent nature "’ shall 
be omitted 


23rd March, 


cause a record to 





Societies. 


Selden Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING, 

the Selden Society took place on VW 
nn Hall, Mr, Justice Warringt 
were Mr. W. Paley Baildon, 

kK. W. Cracroft, Mr. W. L. de Gru 

Boydell Houghton, Courtney 5. Kenny, His Hono 
Lock, the Hon. M. M. Macnaghten, K.C., Sir Frederick 
literary director), Mr. J. E. W. Kider, Professor Vinogradoff 
director), Mr. J. G. Wood (hon, treasurer}, and Mr. H. Stua 
secretary 

Mr. Justice WARRIN 
that with regard to the accounts it would be 
at the commencement of 1914 was £1,640 7s. 10d., whereas 
of the year it reduced to £1,218 15s. 5d. There was 
wrong in that. One or two extra payments had had 
made, in particular the printing and editorial charges for two uy 
and there was an item of over £100, fifty guineas to Mrs. Leadam f 
the copyright in Mr. Leadam’s work whic! had done wy 


oln's 
pre nt 


eSSOr 


TON, in moving the report and acc 


observed that tne 


was 


spe ially 


h he 
volume of Select Cases, and also in payment of a book which \ 
in preparation—the ‘‘ Liber Pauperium ’ of Vacarius. He congr 
the Society in having at last succeeded in getting the complet 
1911 been issued to the members of tl 


in that year, 


volume, which had now 
There was now no volume promised for any 

’ With regard to the current year, t 
Books of 5 Edward II.’” were in a very forward course of preparati 
in fact, they were in type, and there was practically no question tha 
they would be in the hands of members during the year; and also the 
other book, ‘‘ Public Works in Medizval Law,” edited by Mr. Cyril 
Flower, was in an advanced state of preparation. That was an extra 
volume, and would probably be presented this year. The gements 
made for the future publication made a list of considerable length, and 
many of the works mentioned promised to be exceedingly interesting. He 
thought the ‘‘ Select Cases before the King’s Council,’’ for example, and 
nother volume—the ‘‘ Year Books of Edward II.’’—would probably 
prove interesting, and, from what they heard, the Liber 
would come into the same category. Amongst other works 
‘Select Entries from the Court 
would probably contain a good deal 

He expressed the regret which ne was sure 
resident, the Lord Chancellor, could not be 
and that other vice-president, Sir Charles 
Chadwyck-Healey, was also unable to be with them. He was in com- 
mand of a hospital ship in the service of His Majesty, and was now 
actually at sea. 

Professor Courtney Kenny seconded the motion. 

Sir Freperick Pottock (literary director) said there was a 
which did not appear in the report. In last year’s report it w 
that there I continuation of the 
‘* Cases on the Law of Merchant,”’ edited by Professor Morgan hat 
statement was not repeated in the present report be Morgan 
tad been engaged in various public services, and it appeared extremely 
improbable that he would be able in any assignable time to take up the 
It was practically ready for the printers, but it req 
petent hand to put it through. That being so, the Cc il had 
it best, to release Mr. Morgan from his engagement, and the literary 
directors were empowered to inquire for another editor. "H » had learnt 


the name of a gentleman who was quite competent, and who, he be eved, 
ered int 


year which was in arrear 


arral 


very 
Pauperium ”’ 

uch were promised, the 
200KS OT 
that was 


‘ ‘ | 
tney ali 


volume of 
Chartered ( 
very 
felt that 


ompanies 
interesting. 
the p 
his colle ue, the 


present, 


€T DOOK 
s 6tated 

1 » 
was ww De 4 late rrotes (ros 


ause Mr 


work 


vUTIC 


1 


was quite willing to undertake it, and the Council had ent 
correspondence with him. There was every possibility that 
would be taken up in due course. 

The motion was adopted. 

The CHarrMAN said the Council had nominated in place of } 
Chadwyck-Healey, whose period of office had expired as vice 
Lord Parker of Waddington, who had consented to serve, : 
were no other candidates, he declared him duly elected. 
Maxwell Lyte had for some time desired to retire from the UC 
the Council had nominated Sir Charles Chadwych Healey 
place. Under the rules the following members of the C 
retired Mr. W. Paley Baildon, Dr. Edwin Freshfield, L 
and Mr. J. G. Wood, and the Council had nominated t 
election. As no other nominations had been received, hi 
re-elected. 

Mr. Justice WARRINGTON moved a vote of thanks to 
e preside nt duri! ing 
and the n 
assistance from him. 


wvyck-Healey for his services as V 
years. They all knew the value of his services, 
Council had received the greatest 

His Honour Judge Lock, in seconding the motion, 
the only work in which he had been 
with Sir Charles Chadwyck ley. Ey 

rtainly ever since he Judge 
dered most useful, energetic and 
society, but to the honorary secretary. 

un the motion of His Honour Judge Lock, seconded by 
Woop, a vote of thanks was passed to Sir Frederick P 
Professor Vinogradoff (literary directors), and to Mr. J. 
K.C., and Mr. Hubert Hall (honorary auditors). 


brought into 


er since the S 
} was secretary, Sir ¢ 


valuable assistance, ™ 
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ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 








ESTABLISHED 1844. 


Funds exceed £5,000,000. 


DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—JOHN CROFT DEVERELL, Esq. 
Deputy-Chairman—RICHARD STEPHENS TAYLOR, Esq. 





FELIX CASSEL, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
EDMUND CHURCH, Esq. 

PHILIP G. COLLINS, Esq. 

HARRY MITTON CROOKENDEN, Esq. 


WILLIAM MAPLES, Esq. 


The Rt. Hon. Lord Justice PHI 


ANNUAL INCOME exceeds . £500,000. 
CLAIMS PAID exceed - + £&9,700,000. 





All Classes of Life Assurance granted. 
REVERSIONS and LIFE INTERESTS PURCHASED. 
LOANS on APPROVED SECURITIES ENTERTAINED on FAVOURABLE 
For full Prospectus apply to W. P. PHELPS, Act 





EQUITY & LAW LIFE 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 






JAMES AUSTEN-CARTMELL, Esq. RICHARD L. HARRISON, Esq. 
ALEXANDER DINGWALL BATESON, Esq., K.C. L. W. NORTH HICKLEY, Esq. 
JOHN GEORGE BUTCHER, Esq., K.C., MP. ARCHIBALD HERBERT JAMES, Esq. 


ALLAN ERNEST MESSER, Esq. 


LLIMORE, 


CHARLES R. RIVINGTON, Esq. 


ROBERT WILLIAM DIBDIN, Esq. MARK LEMON ROMER, Esq, K.C. 
Sir KENELM E. DIGBY, G.C.B., K.C. The Hon. CHARLES RUSSELL. 
CHARLES BAKER DIMOND, Esq. CHARLES WIGAN, Esq. 


ECONOMICAL MANAGEMENT. VERY STRINGENT VALUATION. 








TERMS. 


uary and Secretary. 





On the motion of Mr. G. Boypett Hovanron, seconded by Mr. R. W 


Cra ROFT, a vote of thanks was passe d to the ‘ae hers of the In =» tes ] he Coroners 
the use of the Council chamber. Dr. F. J. Waldo, H.M. City of London 


- - dent of the Coroners’ Society of England a 


Society, 
coroner, was elected presi 
nd Wales on Tuesday last, 


the 23rd inst Dr. Waldo reminded the meeting of the fact that the 


T he Union Society of London. founder and first president of their society was the late Mr, Serjeant 

, Thi : : Payne, and the first secretary was the late Mr. Samuel Langham 

re i asting of, te : ary rey w=, = , ge was held at the | cure solicitor), who held office for forty continuous years. He om also 
Geen, in’ the ehair. ‘ Mr “ ite Re e mr ad a yoy ™, Mr Harry president and treasure r. Both these gentlemen were coroners tor 
shewn the urgent need of “yo ie ec) spec A the present war has | London—an office he now had ™ honour of filling. Serjeant Payne 
education.’ The motion he paKie a by Me Psa 8y nem of technical | convened a meeting at his chambers in the Tempie—No. 1, Church 
the motion was carried n “eee Sy r. Quass, and alter debate yard-court '—in 1846, an 1d propounded the object of the society as the 
' : i ai wes co-operation between coroners for the more effective discharge of their 
oo —— -~—- duties. as well as the maintenance of the rights and privileges of 


SE eeeenapeeeeaee 


coroners 





far-reaching reforms, was 


3 Serjeant Payne r othe ful ] 
Serjeant Payne, among other useful an 
Lord I armoor on the Rule of Law. chiefly instrumental in bringing in the Coroners Act of 1860. This Act 


Lord Parmoor says the 7'imes, delivered the Foundation Oration on provided for the payment of county coron 


the night ¢ the "18tn inst., in the hall of University College, choosing as 
his subject, ‘‘ The In fluenc e of Law and Lawyers on the Municipal and 
Constitutional Law in this Count ry, and the Afte: infiuence of Law on 
Character and Mor: ality. He condemned the views expressed in the 
Times by Mr. Frederic Harrison on the treatment of submarine 
pirates. 
After pointing out that <g two — of law wae prevailed 


and the coroners. 


sessions of the just charges of coroners, 
prerogative of the coroner, and refusing t 
tor the holding of what they termed “ un ne 





ers by salary in place of 


fees, and did away with the long standing quarrels between the justices 


The justices took upon themselves to refuse payment in quarter 


the justices assuming the 
>» pay fees in many cases 
cessary ’’ inquests. 





tee mance Seater portion of the civiliend world were fenmded on Law Students’ Journal. 


either Roman or English judicial ] her’ nciples, he aaietuedl to the present 


position of internatix onal law, severely criticising the letters of Mr. Law Students’ Society 


Frederic Harrison, and expressing his entire concurrence with the view 
. : ve ‘ ‘= = , 

of Professor Holland and Sir H. B. Poland. University of Loxpon Law STupents 

; He added : The notion that an officer acting under a commission from | the society on March 25rd took the for 

us Government should be treated and tried as a pirate would be a] %Y permission ol University College in tl 


reversion to uncivilised methods, and places all officers, serving their | action was for damages for breach of 
country as naval officers, and obeying commands issued by them. in an | plaintiff (Mr. Clifford J. G. Hughes) alleging 
impos ble position in regard to the claims of either honour or duty. Mr. A. A. Carreras), a naturalised German, 
Sir Harry Poland, referring to certain letters of Mr. Frederic Harri . second promise made after reaching the 


son's, says he must seriously reply because the letters come from an old | the defendant denied. Corroborative ¢ viden« 
lawyer and a distinguished man of letters. The reply is both dignified | geamt in the C.I.D (Mr. E. M. Duke), Ot 


and con lusive, and I hope we shall hear no more of a suggestion to | were Isaac Cohen trading as Madame Celeste 


set up some St. ur Chamber tribunal of an unconstitutional character in | Gwendoline de Vere (Mr. H. Todd ‘Thornt 
order to try properly commissioned officers. However much we may Cobb 
reprobate the acts with which they are connected, such officers would | and the proceedings were quite in accordance 
er ale to be tried by court-martial in their own co untry for refusing Delectando paresque monendo,” the jur 

to obey orders, and to be duly punished for such offence. much of the diversion, 





SOCIETY The me eting of 
m of a Mock Trial, held 
1e Mocatta Library. The 
promise of marriage, the 
a promise by the defendant 
made during infancy, and 
age of 21—which promise 
e was produced by a sei 
her witnesses in the case 
(Mr. F. Bradbury), Miss 
very, B.Sc.), and Gilbert 


Mr. B. K. Mantri). Some fifty members and friends were present, 


with the society's motto, 
y being responsible for 


thereby bringing upon themselves the severe 

















rebuke of the learned 


up the case to the ju 


aside by the influence of cases cited by counsel 
been proved had no bearing 


where a pronus had 
issue in that case, an 
had been words used 
of marriag A verdi 
ninepence Leave to 
paid into court hin 
(‘Th mn) n Schmi 


Wells and P. A. Wood 
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judge (Mr. W. Hussey Gr 


y, the learned judge warne 


7 ; 


d it was for em to say 


which amounted to a second 


t is iven for the P n 
appeal was granted, subjec 
ten days 

dt. Counsel for the plainti 


for the defence Messrs. ] 


t rial a hearty ite of t 
n of the pre dent Mi 


Legal News. 


flith In summing 
dl them not to be led 
A hundred cases 
on the question at 
whether or no there 
ind distinct promise 
ff. with damages of 
t to this sum being 
ff were Mevrers. H. P 
.. F Levy ind R H 


hanks to Mr. Griffith 
R. F. Le 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Aprrep Henry Mat 


lHomPpson), WILLIAM 
MATTINGLY, solicitors 
street, Lincoln's inn, | 
Drummond Milliken 


Dissolution. 
npg THompson (describe 
DRUMMOND MILLIKEN, am 


1 as ALFRED HENRY 
1 Frepertck Rosert 


Thompson, Milliken, & Mattingly), 61, Carey 


sondon March 9 As far 


erned or interested thet 


Henry Maunde Thompson and Frederick Robert 
ess at 61, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C.. and 


tinue to carry on busi: 
the said William Drun 
Staple nt Wwic 

lo a labourer who ha 
hop, Mr. Symmons, a 


rid ‘You degrade 
German soldiers, not « 
your lapse - 

Mr. Henry Gutridge« 
of the Pr Ti for Live 
years, 
£5,78 He equ ut 
his property as to one 
mad The New Orph 


mond Milliken will carry o 


r 


General. 


he 
vourself as an Englishmar 
nh civilians, as they do. Y 


», of Hartington-road, Live 
rpool, who died on 12th Fe 


left estate of the gross value of £5,872, 


1 £250 to his housekeeper 


half each to the British and 


Houses, Ashley Down, ] 


Alderman William Radcliffe, of Aigburth, Liver 


1 fc rmer Preside: 


Liverpool, a director 


of the L verpool Law Ass 


+ 


the Liverpool Law § 


oO 


v, 


as the said William 
ein. The said Alfred 
Mattingly wili con 
n business at No, 10, 


fazette, March 23 


| caused a disturbance outside a German baker’ s 
North London Police Court on Wednesday, 


We make war on 
ou must pay 5s, for 


rpool, solicitor, Clerk 
sbruary last, aged 81 
with net personalty 
, and the residue of 
Foreign Bible Society 
sristol.’’ 

pool, retired solicitor, 
a former Mayor of 
iation (Limited), who 


died on 15th December last, aged 89 vears, left estate of the gross 
th net personalty £231,751. The testator left 


value of £246,430, w 


£5,000 to the Liverpoo 
Church Missionary So 


Gospel, and ourteen 


ety, the Societv for the 
different. L verpoo] charitie 


P 
four other Liverpool charities 


Three large captured sailing 
will 


, Says he 
after Easter. All the 


h ps the Odessa. 
probably be sold by 


1 Cathedral Building Fund, £1,000 each to the 


Propagat on of the 


s, and £500 each to 


Ulrich, and Ponape 


auction immediately 


vessels were owned at Hamburg, and will be 


the last to be sold of the enemy sailing ships o 
been captured t sea The Od r, of 35.046 tor 
| Harland & Wolff, and The Ulrich, of 23 
1892 by Ressell & Co. at Port Glasgow The 


tons ind was built 


at Genoa w 1903 The 


lying at Liverpool. Most of the ships offered 


f 
have been bought fi 


urge ntly needed Bri 


* necessary crews tor 


r Scandinavian firms, for 


tish owners seem now to find a difficulty in securing 


the large sailing vessels 


f any size that have 
is, was built in 1888 
35 tons, was built in 
Pomape is of 2,201 
three ships are now 
at the prize auctions 

thengh tonnage is 


y 


here are so many anomalies in the incidence of income tax that { 
is satisfactory, says the 7'imes, to learn, from the report of the Income 
lax Reform League, that the Inland Revenue authorities have made 
some small concessions. Until recently it has been the custom of the 
Inland Revenue authorities in assessing profits for income tax to refuse 
to allow any deduction for depreciation of fixtures and fittings from 
revenue receipts, but instructions have been issued to surveyors of taxes 
stating that claims of this nature are to be admitted. Another small 
concession which has lately been granted is the allowance, as a dedu 
tion from revenue, of the expenses of removal of a business to new 
premises. The league calls attention to these small concessions because 

says, the Inland Revenue authorities, following their usual pract 
have taken no steps to make them publicly known. 


\ statement of the liquidation of the Birkbeck Bank, w " 
begun in June, 1911, has, says the 7’imes, now been issued ' 
application of the liquidator for his release. The account shows that 


» final dividend of 9}d. in the £ will be payable on 7th April, making 
the total payment to the creditors, depositors, and shareholders 
léz. 94d. in the £. This payment leaves a balance in hand of £2,308 
to meet possible further claims, while the account records as irrecover 
an excess dividend amounting to £242 paid to a “B” share 
holder. The amount received by the liquidator under the compromise 
made with Messrs. Ravenscroft was £148,698. Although the costs and 
charges of the liquidation amounted to no less than £144,819. it is 

itistactor to learn that the interest, dividend, and rent received 


during the long period from the date of the suspension and the closing 
of the estate considerably exceeded this sum, the total being £196,903 


The official inquiry, says a Reuter telegram of 23rd inst. from Paris, 
into the seizure of The Dacia has been concluded. The commission 
finds that the seizure is valid, and will shortly submit its report to 
the Minister of Marine, who will at once communicate it to the Prize 
The latter will be allowed a period of two months in which to 


able 


Court 
give its decision 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
**Oxford ” Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes” and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘ Oxford” is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Wirt1am Baker & Co.—{ADvT.] 








Heraiwnc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 577; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 





The Property Mart. 


May 4.—Messrs. Driver, Jonas & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-Rents (ree 
sdvertisement, back page, this week). 








| Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





rates are better thar 
Company. Ordinary 


Annuities with 
return of purchase 





Advise her to 
buy an Annuity. 


The leading Office is the 
Sun Life of Canada. The 
e/ 


i quoted 


by any other first - class 


, Joint, 
Survivorship, Deferred, and @ 
co a 


LIFE 





mranteed 
ney 


Still more favourable t s; for impaired lives 
Government supervision. 


Write for full particulars 


J. F. JUNKIN (Manager), SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 
217, Canada House, Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 


Assets £12,800,000 





EMERGENCY APPEAL CoURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Roa. No. 1 Jorex. W ARRINGTON 
Monday Mar. 29 Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr. Farmer Mr. Synge 
Tuesday ...... 30 Leach Jolly Synge borrer 
Wednesday .. 31 Goldschmidt Greswe!! Bloxam Jolly 
Thursday April 1 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. NEVILLE. Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY 
Monday Mar. °9 Mr. Gresweil {| Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Leach Mr. Jol! 
Tuesday .... 30 Church Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell 
Wednesday .. 31 Leach Farmer Church Borrer 
Thursday April 1 Borrer Church Creswell Synge 


The Easter Vacation will commence on Friday, April 2nd, 1915, and terminate on 
Tuesday, April 6th, 1915, inclusive. 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lutrrep ty Omarozer. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar 19. 
CoTWOOL AMALGAMATED, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Apri! 20, rd on 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to *’T 


E. Percival, 6, Old Jewry, liquidator. ames 
G. F. SynpicaTe, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to send tl « hisae? 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur F oy ’ 


4B, ! rederick’s pl, Old Jewry, liquidator. 
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METALLURGIQUE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to send their names | 


and addresses, aud particulars of their debts or claims. to Tromas James Bond, 
48, Gresham st, or to Frederick Westcott, 15, Eastcheap, joint liquidators. 

SouTH LONDON PROPERTY AND INVESTMENT Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 24, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Henry Lovelock, 95, Gresham st, liquidator. 

UNIVERSAL #ILM CO, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 28, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to M. D, Browne, 
c/o Messrs. Butler, Viney & Co, 68, Coleman st, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, Mar. 23. 


BE. CLARKE & SON, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 27, to send the'r 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to William George 
White, 74, Park end, Bromley, Kent, liquidator. 

Foops, LtD.— Creditors are required, on or before April 15, to send their names and, 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Vivian Llewellyn Newton, 
61, Brown st, Manchester, liquidator. 

Jewish WORLD (1906), LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aj ril 24 to send 
their namesand addresses, ‘and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bernard 
H. Segal, c/o Sydney Jeffreys & Co, 10, Coleman st, E.C., liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—¥RIDAY, Mar. 19. 


Coquito Estates Syndicate, Ltd. Piccadilly Gem Box, Ltd. 

Mica Trust of South Africa, Ltd F.N. Gullick & Co, Ltd. 

Harris Belting Co, Ltd. Asso iated Agencies of Canada, Ltd 

Joint Stock Companies Journal, Ltd. A. C. Smerdon, Ltd. 

BE. Clarke & Son, Ltd. Picture Theatres, Ltd. 

Empire Warehouse Repairing Co, Ltd. British Metal Polish Co, Ltd. 

Sageeyah Oil Fields, Ltd. Tasmania Gold Mine, Ltd. 

Rawlinson Hudson Motor Car Distributing Eastwood & Co, Ltd. 

Co, Ltd. Cotwo |] Amalgamated, “td. 

tine Union Railway Co, Lt}. Peruvian Exploration Co, Ltd. 

Californian Amalgamated Oil Co., Ltd 


London Gazette,—TURSDAY, Mar. 23. 


Edmonton, Winnipeg, and British Colum 
bia Investment Agency, Ltd. 

H. 0. and A. Brierly, Ltd. 

Liverpool Scenic Railway and River 
Rides Co., Ltd. 

North British Lighting and Heating Co, 


fleazell & Co, Ltd. 

Z. Mawdsley, Ltd. 

Lion Motor Works (Brighton), Ltd. 
Samuel Blow, Ltd. 

Nuo-Metallic Syndicate, Ltd. 
Wallington Picture Theatre, Ltd. 
Birkett Chemical Co, Ltd. 
Paramount Film Co, Ltd, 
Eiterwater Green Slate Co, Ltd. td. 
International Packing Machine Co, Ltd. H. Fraser & Co, Ltd. 
Md Hymerians Club, Ltd. Harling & Son, Ltd. 


Ltd. 
Incandescent Supply Agency (Richmond) 
Lt 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar 19. 


AIKEN, WILLIAM ALEXANDER, Folkestone April 17 Mason & Co, High Holborn 

AMOS, CHARLES, Isle of Ely, Cambridge Mar 31 Wise, March 

ANDERSON, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Lowndes sq April 30 Burton & Co, Surrey st 

Bane, Marky, Liverpoo! April30 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

BRANLAND, WILLIAM THOMPSON, Clayton West, Yorks, Worsted Spinner June l0 Mills 
& Co, Huddersfield 

BERRY, FREDERICK HERBERT, Long Acre April 39 Cartwright & Cunningham, Pater- 
noster row 

BIRD, WILLIAM, Ryton, Durham April20 Dod is, Newcastle upon Tyne 

BIssHOPP-SMITH, EDWARD Fitt, Holmbush rd, Putney April 20 Hudsun & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 

BROWN, MARY ANNE, Beresford rd, Highbury April 24 Beckingsale & Oo, Copt- 
hall av 

CHAPMAN, JOHN, Adbaston, Staffs Mar 31 Warren & Co, Market Drayton 

Cook, FRANK DANIEL, Hanham, nr Bristol, Market Gardener April 20 Strond, 
Cheltenbam 

CYPHER, FRANCIS JOHN, Cheltenham, Nurseryman April 20 Stroud, Cheltenham 

ELDER, ALEXANDER, Southport April30 E Batesens & Co, Liverpool 








ELLISON, Emma, Sale, Chester April 21 Nadin & Coombs, Manchester 

EMINSON, FRANCES ELIZA RECKERBY, Blenheim gdns, Brixton Hill Aprilé Miller & 
Smith, Salters’ Hall ct 

Ewys, MARY ANN, Enys, Cornwall April 24 Smith & Co, Truro 

Facc, ELIZABETH, Stockton on Tees May 8 Archer & Co, Stockton cn Tees 

FERGUSON, THOMAS, Saint Annes on the Sea, Lancs May 1 Banks, Blackpool 

GARDNER, OLIVER, Morecambe, Lancs May 17 Johnson & Tilly, Morecambe 

Gipp, THOMAS, Barmby Moor, Yorks Farmer May 51 (Sargent, Pocklington 

GREENWOOD, GEORGE WALTER, Hull, Carting Contractor May 81 Rollit & Co, Hull 

GrirFitH, THOMAS, Newcastle under Lyme, Potters Presser April 19 Till, 
Newcastle 

HARLEY, SPENCER, Stoke upon Trent April 20 Roscoe & Hincks, Christopher st, Fins- 
bury 

HART, JULIA, Deawies, Sussex May l4 Ford & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

HAY, STRATFORD MoRRISON, Westcote rd, Streatham April 17 Squires, Cambridge 

HILL, ALFRED RICHARD, Birmingham April 2s Lane & Co, Birmingham 

Hoare, Henry Jonny, Buckland St Mary, Somerset April 16 Carne-Hill & Wedd, 
Langport 

HOLDSWORTH, WILLIAM, Bradford, Coal Merchant April 19 Freeman, Bradford 

HULME, AMELIA, St Leonard’s on Sea April 30 James & James, Ely pl 

HUMPHREYS, ALFRED WILLIAM, Clerkenwell rd, Jeweller April 24 Herman, Verulam 
bidgs 

LANDRETH, Joun, Whitley, Northumperland April 28 Brown & Sop, Newcast'e upon 
Tyne 

LANGFORD, WILLIAM, Hanley, Staffs, Hall Keeper April 23 Huntback, Hanley 

LARGER, MARY ANN, Harlington, Middix April 17 Garner & Sons, Hounslow 

MACPHEKSON, ISABELLE MARY, Porchester ter, Lancaster Gate April 28 Metcalfe & 
Co, Chancery In 

MALCOLMSON, Capt JAMES GRANT, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park April19 Adams & 
Adams, Clement's inn 

MALPAss, JAMES, Haslingden, Lancs April 22 R & A Kidd Whitaker, Hasling'en 

NEWMAN, PRISCILLA, Bi'ton, Gloucester April 20 Stroud, Cheltenham 

NOVELLI, Lewis WILLIAM, Pall Mall April 20 Walker & Co, Theobald’s rd 

Osporn, JANR,\ Parkhill rd, Haverstock hill April 30 Bowman & Curt's Haywood, 
Arundel st 

OTTWAY, WILLIAM CLOSE, Hastings rd, Ealing April 20 Bindley, Mitre ct, Temple 

PAYNE, MARY JANE, East Grinstead May 3 Pearless & Co, East Grinstead 

Prick, HENRIETTA DAvVipson, Treguater rd, Kensington May 16 Grundy & Co 
Arundel st 

RiaG, Jounx, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmorland, Farmer April 10 Gregson & Sharman 
Liverpool 

Rowers, Sir Owen, JP, DL, DCL, LLD, Guildford April 30 Richardson, Cannon st 

Ross, ALEXANDER. Nottingham April 20 O'Rorke & Jackson, Nottingham 

Rowse, WILLIAM ANDREW, Manston, Dorset, Newspaper Reporter April 16 Creech, 
Sturminster Newton 

SCHILLING, AUGUST EDWARD HeInRicH, Nottingham April 20 Rorke & Jackson 
Nottingham 

SOORFIELD, ANN ELIZABETH, Middlesbrough April? Dawes, Middlesbrough 

SLACK, ADELAIDE, West Didsbury, Manchester April 19 Beesley, Manchester 

SMITH, JAMES WILKIE, Rowlands Gill, Durham May Stobo & Tait, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 

SMITH, LOUISA VALENTINE, Gordon rd, Ealing April 22 Procter, Helena chmbrs, 
Ealing 

SNAPE, JOHN, Salford, Lancs May 6 Walker & Co, Manchester 

TURNBULL, HvueGH Vincent Corsetr, Holywood, county Down, Ireland April 17 
Beamish & Co, Lincoln's ion flelds 

WALLEN, SARAH, Ashwick, Somerset April 30 Mackay & Son, Shepton Mallet 

WATT, ALFRED, Guisborough Aprilis Buchannan & Richardson, Guisboroug! 

WHALLEY, JOHN, Darley, Yorks April 20 Hepworth & Chadwick, Leeds 

WHITE, MARY ANN, Redenhal!l with Harleston, Norfolk June 30 Hazard & Pratt, Har 
leston, Norfolk 

WILSON, MARGARET, Heaton Moor, Lancs April 20 Almond & Sons, Manchester 

WINDLE, JANE, Mayow rd, Forest hill April17 Rundle & Hobrow, Basinghal! st 

WRIGHT, WILLIAM, Wrightington, Lancs April8 Mayhew & Musgrave Peck, Wizan 

YourRDI, GORGE NICHOLAS, Surbiton, Surrey April 17 Hicks, Moorgate Station 
ehmbrs 


London Gazetle._TUESDAY, Mar. 23. 


ADKIN, HENRY ADAMS, Eton av, flampstead, Solicitor May 5 Sanderson & Co, Queen 
Victoria at 

BANCROFT, JOSEPH, Denholme, PB adford, General Labourer May 1 Weatherhead 
Knowles, Bradford 

BANDERRT, MARY, Hastings Mayl Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 

BELL, CHARLOTTE Rosa, Tanbridge Wella April 24 Haigh, Leeds 

BINNS, WILLIAM, Ovkengates, Salop April 27 Phillips, Shifnal, Salop 

BRAYSHAY, JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Butcher April 17 Simpson & Curtis, Leeds 

Brows, THomaAs, Church st, Ken®lngton, Merchant April 24 Simpson & Co 
Moorgate st 

BROWN, WILLIAM WREFORD, Clifton, Kristol! May 1 Jenkins & Co, Old Jewry 

BURALL, FRANCES ALICE, Manchester, Confectioner April 23 Wise & Wise, Man 
chester 

BURN, AUGUSTA SOPHIA, St Chads, Cambridge April 20 Wigan & Co, Norfolk House, 
Victoria embankment 

CHADWICK, EDWARD FREDERICK, Dorchester, Dorset April 10 Bartlett & Sona, 
Sherborne . 














THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
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24, MOoOORGATE STEREET, LOonmMDowm, 
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LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTHEEB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
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Coons, MARY AnyR, Havant, Hants April 20 
Comps, Capt, Borok Antony, Sedlescombe, Sussex 
Hastings 


Curry, Romert WELLINGTON, Little Russell st, Bloomsbury April 30 


Draper's gdns 


DAVEY, JOHN STANLEY, Long Ashton, Somerset May 15 


DE MONOCK, Pienee JoserH EaxxeEst, Biddulph mans, Maida Vale Muy 4 


Hart, Leadenhall st 


DOCKER, GEONGE ARTHUR MURRAY, Woodstock rd, Bedford Park, Middlx 


Coen & Co, Audrey House, Ely pl 
DRIVER, JUDITH, Pudsey, Yorks April 17 


Robinson, Ryde, I of W 
April 20 


Abbot & Co, Bristol 


Simpson & Curtis, Leeds 


Phillips & Cheesman, 


Mayo & Co, | 
Son, Rirmingham 
Latteys & 


| chester 
April 16 


McCartuy, Emma, Harrogate April 17 
Mitts, Jons THomas, Cantain, Fleetwood, Lancs 
Morris, CHRISTOPHER, Elstead, Surrey 
MovunrtrorD, WiL' 1AM FRANCIS, Birmingham, Restaurant Keeper April 30 Balden & 


Perrer, ELIzaBeTH EMA, Bournemout 
PLATT-Hicotns, Henry, Putney Heath 
PRaGer, EZEKIEL WILLIAM, City rd, Islington 


Simpson & Curtis, Leeds 
April 15 Ganlter, Fleetwood 
May1 Collins & Collins, King William et 


Nricsoras, Hurert, Birmingham April 19 Morgan, Birmingham 
O'GRADY, WILLIAM FITZWILLIAM, Swinton, Lancs, Surgeon 


May3 Farrar & Co, Man. 


April 39 Crawley & Co, Arlington st 
Ballock & Co, Manchester 
April 24 Groves, Abingdon st, West- 


May 17 


EMBLEN, ELIzabETH, Fortune Green rd, West Hawpstead April 24 Woolley, Clement's m nster 
inn | SAINSBURY, MARIA, Willsbridge, Glos May8 Meade-King & Co, Bristol 
FisHenr, EMMA. Shortheath, Erdington, Birmingham April 30 Gem & Co, Birmingham | SAUNDERS, ANNA, Oxford May 1 Hazel & Baines, Oxford 
PURSE, GEORGE ARMAND, Shawford.nr Winchester Apri! 22 Ellis & Co, Albemarle st | SHUTTLEWORTH, WILLIAM, Fleetwood, Lancs, Corn Merchint April 15 Gaulter, 
GAIN, CHARLES. Rath May 3 Collins & Simmonds, Bath Fleet wood 
GRAY, Gkonge SuitH Booth, Commander, Bassett, nr Southampton April 22 Eliaby SOMERSET, Hon GERALDINE HARRIET ANNE, Upper Brook st, Park In April10 Rooper 


Sonthampton 
GRIFFITHS, GE RGR, Orleton, Hereford, Farmer 
HoLBRooK, MARY ANN, Cranbrook, Kent Aoril 15 
oe ~ pao SUSANNAH, Hawarden, Flint April 25 

elds 
Home, Davip, Broadstone, Dorset Mar $1 
HUTCHINSON, SAMUEL, Sunderland April 20 
HUXHAM, JANE ELIZAbETH, Clifton, Bristol 
bury 
Jonna, WILLIAM, Bangor, Architect April 25 
KNOWLES, THOMAS, Manchester, Merchant 


April 10 


April 30 


May 17 


John at, Bedford row 


LORING, CHARLES BUXTON, Major, Paignton, Devon 


Lin-oln’s lan flelds 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazelte—FRripay, Mar. 19 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ANDERSON, FREDERICK WALTER, Wimbledon, 
Kiogston, Surrey Pet June 24 Ord Mar 16 
BELLIS, JAMES, Cottingham, Yorks, Greengrocer 

st mupon Hull Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 16 
BERTRAM, Harry, Barry Dock, IT bacconist 
Mar 15 Ord Mar 15 
BRYANT, DAVID, and Tom BRYANT, Harrogate, Who'esale 


Builder 
King 


Cardiff Pet 


Bakers York Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 16 

BURBIDGE, ALFRED, Leicester, Foreman Shoe Finisher 
Leicester Pot Mar15 Ord Mar 15 

CLARK, FRANK, Toynton Saint Peter's, Lincs, Farmer 
Boston Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 15 


HEMING, ALLEN, Eckington, Worcester, Baker Worce ter 
Pet Mori? Ord Mar 17 

HoLpsworth, Joun James, Redcar, Boot Dealer 
brough Pet Mari? Ord Mar 17 

HORSLEY, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Surbiton, Surrey, Outfitter 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Mari? Ord Mar 17 

JANES, Evwix Uvunrorp, New King’s rd, Fulham, Publi 
can’s Mansger High Court Pet Mar17 Ord Mur 17 

JONES, FREDERICK GeonoE, Redcross st, Stay Materials 
Merchant High Court Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 

LEAN, SamvgL, Truro, Plumber Truro Pet Mar 15 
Mar 15 

MACAULAY, MALCOLM, Kingston on Thames, Hairdresser 
High Court Pet Jan 6 Ord Mar 17 

MARSHALL, OLIVER, Axbridge. Somerset, Coal Merchant 
Wells Pet War 17 Ord Mar 17 

MORGAN, ARTHUR. Southwark Park rd, Dairyman, High 
Court Pet Feb4 Ord Mar 17 

NIMAN, HENRY, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tailor 
upon Tyne Pet Feb 26 Ord Mar 15 

NUGENT, Sir CHARLES, Moreton in Marsh, Trainer of Race 
horses Banbury Pet Jan14 rd Mar 15 

PHILLIPS, FRANK StvaAnt, Treforest, Glam, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Mar 17 Ord Mar 17 

PorTER, HeSRY, Liscard, Chester Birkenhead 
Ord Mar 17 

RAPHAEL, NORMAN HENRY, Hans pl, Chelsea 


Midd les- 


Ord 


Newcastle 


Stationer 


High Court 


Pet Mari5 Ord Mar 15 

ReaD, THOMA‘, and JAMES EpwARD READ, Middles- 
eons ', Goachbuilders Middlesbrough Pet Mar 16 
Ord Mar 16 


REID, Geores Erskine, Maghul!, nr Liverpool, Insurance 
Agent Liverpool Pet Feb 15 Urd Mar 16 


SARE, HENRY Frank, C mborne, Cornwall, Railway Agent 


Traro Pet Mari5 Ord Mar 15 
THOMAS, ALFRED, Ryde, Isle of Wight 

Mar 4 Ord Mar 17 
THOMAS, JoszPH, Pontlottyn, 


Newport Pet 


Glam, Grocer Merthyr 


Tydfil Pet Marié Ord Mar 16 

TOMKINS, JAMES JoserH, Brighton Brighton Pet Mar 
15 Ord Mar 15 

Wuirts, Tuomas, Cambridge, Tailor Cambridge Pet Mar 


15 Ord Mar 15 
WILson, EMILY ELIZABETH, Aylesbury 
Nov v5 Ord Mar 16 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Cottingham, Yorks, Greengrocer Mar 
Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 


Aylesbury Pet 


BELLIS, JAMES, 


Hull 

BOWMAN, JosEPH, jun, Patterdale, Westmorland, Grocer 
Mar 81 at 11 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

BRYANT, DAvip, and Tom Bryant, Harrogate, Whole- 
sale Bakers Mar 80 at 8 Off Rec, The Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 

BURBIDGR, ALFRED, Leicester, Foreman Shoe Finisher 
Mar 26at 3 Off Reo, 1, Berr'dge st, Leicester 

DE Ropeck, Henry Epwarv WILLIAM (Baron), Perran- 
ar worthal, Cornwall Mar 27 at 12 Off Rec, 12, 
Princes st, Truro 


Ducat, ANDREW, Hounslow, Carpenter Mar 29 at 11 
14, Bedford row 
HOWELL, Herbert, Wotton under Edge, Glos, Baker 
27 at 8 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 


Gosling 
Marton & Clarke, Cranbrook, Kent 


Marston, Poole 
Bell & “on«, Sunderland 


Owen & Evans, Bangor 
Bullock & Co, Manchester 
LANOASTER, ALPRED Downer, Lansdowne rd, Holland Pk April 30 Bannister & Co, 


April 20 


[ Janes, Epwi~ 


Pet Mar 1 | 


-_—— 


& Whately, Lircoln's Inn fields 


Leominster 
& Wise, Manchester 
Hores & Co, Lincoln's Inn 

Co, Bream’s bidgs 


Forrester & Co, Malmes- 


Stoner, George WALTER, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Wire Manufacturer April 23 


STRATTON, FANNY WILLIS, Wootton Bassett, Wilts May 1 
SYMONDS, CHARLES PAINE, Marchmont st, Russel! sq, Civil Engineer May 4% 


TELLWeicur, Svus4N, Leamingtom 
THompson, Farny, Winchester, Hants 


Wise 


Kinneir & Co, Swindon 
Bower & 


May 6 Paddock & Sons, Hanley 
Avril 10 Dowling, Winchester 


THOMPSON, James, Seaforth, Lancs, Mill Foreman April 15 Gaulte’, Fleetwood 


TuRNeR, Mary ANN, Leeds April 17 Simpso  & Curtis, Leeds 
Warne, Josepa, Willenhall, St.ffs, Manufacturer 
WALLACE, Revd Canon CHARLES STEBBING, Ascension Vicarage, Lavender Hil! 


Baker & Meek, Willenha 
April 


April 20 


80 Elwes & Miller, Eesex st 


Barnard & Taylor, | 











New King’s rd, Fulham, 
Bankruptcy bidgs, 


HcNPorD, 

Publican’s Manager Mar 29at11 
Carey st 

KING, CHARLES, Whitchurch, Glam, Butcher Mar 26 at 3 
Off Rec, 117, Saint Mery st, Cardiff 

MACAULAY, MALCOLM, Kingston on Thames, Hairdres-er 
Mar 29 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Corey st 

MARSH, RICHARD JOHN, ‘Newmarket, (ambridze, Trainer 
of Racehorses Mar 26 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

NIMAN, HENRY, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tailor Mar 30 at 
lt Offec, 30, Mosley s*, Newcastle upon Tyae 

RAPHAEL. NORMAN HENRY, Hans p!, Chelsea Mar 31 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

ReeE*, THOMAS JOHN, Maesyewmmer, Mon, Newsagent 
Mar 26 at1l Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 

ROBINSON, STANLEY, Rawmarsh, ur Rotherham, Draper 
Mar 26 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 


RODGERS. SIDNEY ERNEST, Totnes, Boot Dealer Mar 26 


at 3.15 7, Buckl:nd ter, Plymouth 

TOMKINS, JAME: JoserH, Brighton Mar 26 at 2.30 Off 
Rec, 124, Marlborouzh pl, Brighton 

WHITRHEAD, Epwix, Handsworth, Sheffivld, Builder 


Of Rec, Figtree In, Shettield 
JOstAH, Hanley, Wholesale 
Off Ree, King st, . Newcastle 


Mir 26 at 12.30 
WILLIAMSON, FREDERICK 
Baker Mar 26 at 11.30 
Staffs 
WILson, TrmoTHY. Hartlepool, Master Painter 
230 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 


Mar 31 at 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
Londoa Gazette of Mar 16: 
DAVIES, SAMURL, Pontycymmer, Glam, Tailor Mar 23 at3 


Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
BATTERSBY, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Contractor Sheffield 
Pet Feb19 Ord Mar 16 
BELLIS, JAMES, Cottingham, Yorks, Greengrocer Kings- 


Ord Mar 16 


ton up» Hull Pet Mar 16 
Tobacconist Cardiff Pet 


BERTRAM, HARRY, Barry Dock, 
Mari5 Ord Maris 

SROWNE, ANTHONY, Camberwell grove, London, 
man High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord Mar 16 

BURBIDCE, ALFRED, Leicester, Foreman Shoe Finisher 


Gentle- 


Leicester Pet Mar 15 Ord Mar 15 

| CARTER, Exsas. (jnr), Bedford, Fishmonger Bedford Pet 
Mar3 Ord Mar 15 

CASTLE, DONALD, Tokenhouse bidgs High Court Pet 
July 6 Ord Mar 17 | 

| CLARK, FRANK, Toynton Saint Peters, Lincs, Farmer 


Boston Pet Mar 15 Ord M r 15 


| CLARK, JAMES Proctor Kyp, Hythe rd, Willesden junc, 
d 


Electrical Engineer High Court Pet Feb 1 Or 
Mar 16 

CRAMPTON, JOHN Henry, Holbeck, Leeds, Round-a-bout 
Proprietor Leeds Pet Feb 26 Ord Mar 16 

ForpD, Joun WILLIAM, Pensford, Somerset, Baker Wells 
Pet Feb 6 Ord Mar 16 

HEDGER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, and FREDERICK GEORGE 
TYLER, Staines, Middlx, Bakers Kingston, Surrey 
Pet Mar 11 Ord Mar 13 

HOLDSWORTH, JOHN JAMES, Redcar, Poot Dealer Middles- 
brough Pet Mari? Ord Mar 17 

HORSLEY, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Surbiton, Surrey, Outfitter 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Mari7 Ord Mar 17 

JACKSON, WILLIAM, Clitheroe, Hay Dealer Blackburn 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar 12 


JANES Epwin HunrorpD, New King’srd, Fulham, Pub- 
lican's Manager High Court Pet Mar 17 Ord 
Mar 17 


JONES, FREDERICK GORGE, Redcross st, Stav Materials 
Merchant High Court Pet Maris Ord Mar 18 
LEAN, SAMUE Truro, Plumber Truro Pet Mar15 Ord 
Mar 15 

LLorp, FRANCIS GRAHAM, King st, Cheapside, Merchant 
High Court Yet Dec 31 Ord Mar 16 

MARSHALL, OLIVER, Axbridge, Somerset, Coal Merchant 
Wells Pet Mari? Ord Mar 17 

MAXIM, SAVILE MAXIMILIAN, New Bond st High Court 
Pet April 16, 1914 Ord Mar 17 





WARNER, WILLIAM PocutN. Langton Hall, nr Market Harborough, Leicester 
Woolley & Co, Loughborough 


| Wurre, THOMAS, Cambridge, Tailor 





April 2% 





| PHILurps, FRANK STUART, Treforest, Giam, Stationer 


Merthyr Tydf_l Pet Mar17 Ord Mar 17 
READ, THOMAS, and JAMES EDWARD RRAD, Middlesbrongh, 
Coachbuilders Middlesbrough Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 


16 
SARE, (TENRY FRANK, Camborne, Cornwall, Railway Agent 


Truro Pet Mari5 Ord Mar 15 

THomas, Josern, Pontlottyn, Glam, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Mar16 Ord Mar 16 

Tomkins, James Joseru, Brighton Brishten Pet Mar 
15 Ord Mar 16 

UPHILL, ALBERT, Wokingham, Carter Reading Pet Jan 


21 Ord Mar 13 

Cambridge Pet 
Mar 15 Ord Mar 15 

YENDELL, Henry, Waverley rd, Harrow rd, House Agent 


High Court Pet Feb 12 Ord Mar 17 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 2. 


Aston, WILLIAM AsTBURY, StafforJ, Draper, Stafford 
Mar5 Ord Mar 19 

Comer, Lousta, Queen's gdns, Lancaster gate High Court 
Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 

DAVIS, ALBERT ARTHUR, Birmingham, Motor Cycle Dealer 
Birmingham Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 


Pet 


| Dyson, RENNIE ELLIOTT, and WILLIAM Storr. Colne, 


Loncs, Coloured Goods Manufacturers, Burnley Pet 
Mor 18 Ord Mar 18 
EMANUEL, Morris, Billiter st High Court Pet Feb % 


Ord Mar 19 
EMBLEY, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Settle, Yorks, Yeast Dealer 
Bradford Pet Maris Ord Mar 18 
FELIX, Hvco, Lancaster gate High Court Pet Dee 29 
Ord Mar 19 


FLOWER, ALFRED JonHN WILLIAM SAUNDERS, Winton, 
| Bournemouth, Builder Poole Pet Mar 8 Ord 
Mar 19 


GAYFoRD, WALTER HENRY, Stratford rd, Kensington, 
Wine Merchant High Court Pet Feb 26 (rd Mar 19 
GoopaLt, EDWARD VINCENT, Hartshorn, Derby, Farmer 
Burton on Trent Pet Maré Ord Mar 18 
HARRISON, ELIAS, Whittington Moor, nr Chesterfield, 
Ruilder Chesterfield Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 19 
Hopasox, THomas Woop, Filey, Yorks, Clothier Scar- 
borough Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 
HuRST, CLARENCE, Brighton Brighton Pet June 3 Ord 


Mar 19 

HYGIENE MINERAL WATER Company, Tuckton, Bourne- 
mouth, Hants, Mineral Water Manufacturers Poole 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar 18 

ISHERWOOD, ROBERT AYRTEN, Liverpool, Estate Agent 
Livernool Pet Feb 15 Ord Mar 18 

Muiri& Murr, Southport, Stock Brokers Liverpool Pet 
Jan 21 Ord Mar 18 

PEACOCK, ROBERT BRADLEY, Clapham, Joinery Manu- 
facturer Wandsworth Pet Mari Ord Mar 18 : 

PLANT, HENRY, Stockport, Builder Stockport Pet Mar % 
Ord Mar 20 

Pook, FREDERICK Rouse. Broad st pl, Mining Engineer 
High Court Pet Dec? Ord Mar 19 


Ricnes, Ernest JaMEs, Dersinghom, Norfolk, Boot 
Repairer King’s Lynn Pet Maris Ord Mars 
RUBINSTEIN, ABRAHAM, Artillery In, Farrier High Court 
Pet Mar 5 Ord Mar 18 le 
SCOTT, SAMUEL ADAM, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Builder 

Pembroke Dock Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 18 . 
SCRUTTON, FLORENCE Casnnees, een South- 
ampton Pet Mar19 Ord Mar c 
Srew aur, Peter, Brompton, Yorks, Pulican Sear: 
borough Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 18 wite 


OSBORNE, Wootton Bassett, 


TOWNSEND, JOSEPH Pet Mar 18 OF 


Licensed © Victualler 
Mar 18 
TURNBULL, ANA FrepA, Eton, Bucks 


Swindon 


Windsor Pet Mar 


18 Ord Mar 18 ; ‘ 
WELCH Marion Emtty, Porchester gins High Court 

Pet Feb 17 Ord Mar 18 19 Ord 
WuHitwaM, ASS, Leeds Leeds Pet Mar i 


Mar 19 
WILsoN, Horace Henry Epwiy, Portsmouth, aaa 
Merchant Portemouth Pet Mar19 Ord Mar! 























